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The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter. 


LONDON, DECEMBER 4, 1886. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


© No wore wrrvess causes will be taken by Mr. Justice Norrn or 
Mr. Justice Currry during the present sittings after this week. 





Amone THE NUMEROUS fluctuations in the interlocutory business 
‘of the Chancery Division is the great decrease in the number of 
Ppetitions presented to the court. During last year they numbered 
Nexactly 1,000; in 1880 they were 2,023, and in 1870 4,103. 
During the same period the summonses adjourned to be heard in 
®ourt have increased in a corresponding ratio, though, owing to a 
Wefect in the returns, we are unable to give the figures. 





» Ir wr bz seen from a report of Reeve v. Fowle, which will be 
Mound: elsewhere, that the Court of Appeal has put a final 
"stop to a practice—which we believe has been very generally 
‘adopted by county court judges, under the Debtors Act, 1869— 
pafter an order has been made for payment by instalments and 
default has occurred, of making an order for committal, with a 
idirection that the warrant thereunder should not issue so long as 
monthly instalments are duly paid. The Court of Appeal held 
‘that this was practically an order of commitment on failure to pay 
“any one of the future instalments, and was in excess of the 
Sjurisdiction of the court. We regret the result of the decision, 
for we believe the effect of the practice has been to lessen the 

umber of imprisonments, and that it has been, on the whole, 
sbeneficial alike to creditor and debtor. 


A qurstion which has long been a moot point among convey- 
pancers was decided by Mr. Justice Srretine on Saturday in Leigh 
. Leigh—namely, whether a power to invest on “ real securities ” 
‘authorizes an investment on the security of a portions term. It 
has been the general opinion of conveyancers that a security on a 
[term of this nature was within the power (see 2 Dav. Prec., Part 
2, 460, where the author says, ‘‘A simple term of years and a 
‘term defeasible for non-payment of rent or breach of covenant 
a) a leasehold} are both technically ‘real securities’; but the 
first, being a safe security, is proper for trustees; the latter, 
prenerally not being safe, is not proper”; 3 Dav. Prec. 37; Re 
Chenell, 8 Ch. D. 492); but this opinion was disapproved of in 
Re Boyd's Settled Hstates (14 Ch. D. 626). In Leigh v. Leigh 
“Mr. Justice Srmuine decided that a term for raising portions is not 
"a ‘‘ real security.” It is probable that a large number ot invest- 
“ments on the mortgage of a long term have been made in reliance 
"on Mr. Davinson’s opinion, and therefore the decision is one of 
peonsiderable practical importance. It should, be remarked 
that it is possible that the decision might have been different if the 
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term had been free from any right of 
capable of enlargement under the Ge ounten kak 
as in this case the could have i 

might be argued that his money was 





Mr. Justice Kay in a lenient moment allowed a 
before trial to obtain a 
order, under 23 & 24 Vict. c. 127, s. 28, on 
covered or preserved in the action, on the 


ra exertions had been instrumental in 


ful result (Re Wadsworth, 38 W. R. 558, 29 


% | order was made subject to the lien of the 


It naturally occurred to the discharged 
not discharged himself, but had been 


Bi costs incurred for the same end ought to be 


between himself and the succeeding solicitors 

He accordingly took out a summons to have this i 

was, however, met by a judgment of Vice-Chancellor Woop, 

in Cormack v. Beisly (3 D. G. & J., at p: 162), and 

reporter to be ‘‘ abridged from the shorthand notes of the judgment, 
in which the learned judge said that “ it appeared on prin 

the solicitor who last conducted the suit was the who 
to take his costs first. Even if a solicitor was Jischarged by 
client he could not insist upon continuing the suit in order that he 
might work out his lien, nor could he, probably, even 

priority over the new solicitor who conducted the cause 

As in the case in question, the solicitor had retired L 
these observations as to the case of a solicitor di by his 
client were merely dicta; but Mr. Justice Kar not only 
treated them as deciding the matter, but on the strength of 
them refused leave to appeal. He said that the rule laid 
Vice-Chancellor Woon “ had not been dissented fre 

on the appeal.” Of course not, it might be said; 

question of a solicitor discharged by a client before them 
decision. The matter is one on which there i de 

said both ways, and it is certainly to be regretted that it 

be discussed before the Court of Appeal. In spi “ 

Kay’s statement that ‘there is no i 
venture to think that there may be a 
charge of a solicitor discharged by his,client 
that of the succeeding solicitor ; instances 
while he may have done the greater part 

no act of his own, lose the whole or a 

other hand, it may, no doubt, be conten ‘ 
solicitor does little work, his costs will be proportionately 
so that the rule does not work unfairly. Our impression, however, 
is that the balance of fairness is in the direction of all costs which 
tend to the successful result’ being paid pari passu. For the 
present, however, it must be taken to be settled that, whether a 
solicitor retires or is discharged by his client, his charge upon 
funds recovered or preserved in the action will be postponed to the 
lien of the succeeding solicitor. 
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AN ESTEEMED CORRESPONDENT, mechs Weast 


prevalent fashion, 
has propounded a prize puzzle, omitting, 


wever, the prize. He 
asks us whether a candidate for the mayoralty, being the outgoing 
mayor, can preside at hie own election, and, if so, a 
give himself an original vote, and, in cese of equality, a casting 
vote also? And he adds another problem as to whether the 
mayor can give like votes for an alderman. The omniscience 
supposed to belong to the editorial “we” being inade- 
quate for the solution of these problems, they were referred 
to a learned authority on the Municipal Corporations Acts, who 
has favoured us with the following observations:—‘‘The ques- 
tion, which is by no means an easy one, depends upon the con- 
struction of sections 15 and 61 of the Municipal 

1882, and rule 9 of schedule 2 of that 

mentioned, ‘at every meeting of the coun 

shall be chairman,’ provision being 

ing his place in case of absence, but in no 

as far as the statute law is.concerned, the 

in such a case, and I know of no common 

him, the proceedings not having such a j 
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bring into application the rule that no man can be judge in his own 
cause. ‘ Asto his voting power, the 15th section of the Act pro- 
vides that ‘the mayor shall be a fit person elected by the council 
from — the bre or councillors, or persons qualified to be 
such ’; the 61st section that ‘the election of mayor shall be 
the first business transacted ’ at the quarterly meeting on the 9th of 
November, and that ‘in case of equality of votes, the chairman, 
although not entitled to vote in the first instance, shall have the 
casting vote’; it being also provided, by rule 11 of schedule 2, as 
to council meetings generally, that ‘in case of equality of votes 
the chairman shall have a second or casting vote.’ Here, again, 1 
know of no common law rule to prevent a candidate for any office 
from voting for himself, and yet Iam met with the difficulty that 
the Legislature has presupposed the existence of such a rule in this 
case, or rather has presupposed that such a rule may operate in 
some instance or instances. I do not read the words “ al- 
though not entitled to vote in the first instance,” as an 
express prohibition, but only as meaning ‘‘even where 
not entitled,” &. It may, perhaps, have been thought 
by the drafteman that the rule of Reg. v. Owens (28 L. J.Q. B. 
316) that a - cannot return himself as councillor, would apply 
to the case a councillor voting for himself as mayor, and 
declaring his own election. But I cannot think that it does, and a 
misrecital does not alter the law (see Maxwell on Statutes, p. 381, 
citing Reg. vy. Haughton, 1 E. & B. 501), and it would have been 
easy for the Legislature to deprive the candidate of his original vote by 
express words if that had been intended. On the whole, therefore, 
I think, though with hesitation, thatthe mayor has an original as well 
asa casting vote at his own election. The question whetherthe mayor 
can vote for an alderman depends on section 60, which provides 
that an outgoing alderman, although mayor-elect, shall not vote, 
and that ‘the chairman, although, as an outgoing alderman or 
otherwise, not entitled to vote in the first instance, shall have the 
casting vote.’ I think that the prohibition of an outgoing alderman 
from voting, ‘although mayor-elect,’ shews pretty conclusively 
that the mayor has an original vote in all ordinary cases, and the 
section expressly provides for the casting vote. To the words ‘or 
otherwise ’ in section 60 I cannot attach any meaning, and can only 
suggest that they were inserted ez abundanti cauteld.” 





Tue vocraise Isid down by Lord Romuiy in Re Brighton 
Brewery Co., Hunt's case (16 W. BR. 472), that where directors 
of s company “ have acted bond fide, and intended to do what was 
ight and what they considered best for the interests of the com- 
»” the court “could not visit them with the consequences of 
@ mere error of judgment,” is misleading unless it is read in con- 
nection with the rule that directors are bound to use the same 
amount of prudence which, in the same circumstances, they would 
exescise if acting on their own behalf (Overend, Gurney, 4 Oo. v. 
Gil, 5 H. L. 480, 494). Two cases recently decided ought to bring 
home to directors the danger they run in not following carefully 
the transactions of the company, and entering into the details of 
one as though it related to their own private business. The 
is Re The Ozford Building and Investment Society, decided 
Mr. Justice Kay (ante, p. 46), and here the directors, being 
treated as quasi-trustees of the capital of the company, were held 
ligble to repay dividends which had been improperly paid out 
of capital. One of the articles of association provided that 
no dividends should be payable exxept out of realized profits 

the business of the company. The facts will be 
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the report, and it is sufficient to say that, as to 
the directors had acted bond fide, Mr. Justice 
the late Master of the Rolls in denying that the 
arise (National Punds Assurance Co., 27 W. 8B. 
In that case Jeeset, M.R., eaid that when 


could not be heard to say that he had no 
tion. In the recent case the directors had the 
articles of association before them, as to the meaning of 
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“gealized profits” no man of business could be in doubt. If, 
vey Repeandheg dividends on the chance of their being 

this was at own risk, and, when the company was 
ied ape tps wae Seer sre Se Be Sea a 
trust and make capital which id away in the 
shape of dividends. This © coongh ty tant ts dow tee tates 


importance of following every transaction, inasmuch as a careless, 
though otherwise honest, director cannot shelter himself behind his 
bona fides. But the same lesson has beep. recently given still more 
forcibly in the Court of Appeal. This was in the case of Firbank’s 
Executore v. Humphreys and Others, Directors of the Charnwood 


Forest Railway Co. ¥insanx was the contractor for the railway, 
and was to be paid in the usual way, by instalments, upon pro. 
duction of the engineer’s certificate. But the company, after the 
manner of companies, had no money to pay him with, and in this 
difficulty they arranged with one Mapison that debenture stock 
should be issued to him, by means of which he was to finance the 
company and pay the contractor. At first Fimsanx received his 
instalments, but afterwards these ceased, and he pressed for an 
arrangement with the company directly. This the directors 
acceded to, and, at a board meeting at which they were all present, 
the company’s seal was affixed to a contract by which they agreed 
to issue debentures to the amount of £18,000 in satisfaction of his 
past claims. This issue, after that already made to Manion, 
exceeded the whole amount of debentures allowed by the articles, 
but of the fact of such over-issue the directors were not aware. 
There were thus only two points in the case—an actual over-issue 
of debentures and ignorance on the part of the directors. They 
tried to say that they did not know what was done at the meeting, 
but this the court would not listen to. Lord Esuer, M.R., in his 
judgment, treated the matter as a question simply of agency. The 
directors had, in fact, held out that they were authorized to 
issue debentures on behalf of the company, their principal, and 
inasmuch as Fresank, relying on this re ntation, had suffered 
loss, they were bound to make good that loss to him. Here again, 
therefore, it is seen that the bona fides of a director will not 
help him if he gives his assent to transactions which are not 
authorized by the constitution of his company. Now that the 
formation of companies has taken a new turn, and is going on 
with revived vigour, the enforcement of this principle may not 
be out of place. 


OOOO 


CAN A CORPORATION BE_SUED FOR MALICIOUS 
PROSECUTION ? 


In the recent case of Abrath v. North-Eastern Railway Co, (11 
App. Cas. 250), Lord Bramwell went somewhat out of his way to 
express, in the very strongest terms, his opinion that an action for 
a malicious prosecution will not lie against a corporation, mainly on 
the ground that a corporation is incapable of malice or motive. 
The remainder of the learned lords present, however, declined to 
express any opinion on the point, seeing that it was not really 
raised by the case, and had not been argued. It is a curious and 
somewhat interesting point. We should feel great diffidence ip 
entertaining an opinion contrary to that expressed by so learned 
and weighty an authority as Lord Bramwell; but, apart from the 
question whether his conclusion is correct, we must say that the 
main piece of reasuning by which he enforces it, and for which he 
claims that it is demonstrative, does not seem to us so absolutely 
conclusive. It is very logical and very neat; but we believe it to 
be an example of that kind of scholastic reasoning which from time 
out of mind has occasionally misled English lawyers. 

Shortly summed up, the steps of the argument appear to be substan- 
tially these. Malice is an essential element in an action for malicious 
prosecution ; a corporation, being a mere legal entity or abstraction 
witoout a mind, cannot feel malice, ergo a corporation cannot be 
liable for a malicious prosecution. It seems to us that this argu- 
ment is quite independent of the question whether a prosecution 
maliciously instituted by officials or servants can be within the 
scope of their authority or employment. Though Lord Bramwell 
does, to some extent, mix up the two questions together, it seems 
to us that that is quite a different point. The main line of his 
reasoning, as it seems to us, depends on the two propositions that 
malice is essential, and a corporation cannot feel malice. At first 
sight this chain of reasoning appears to constitute a most inex- 
pugnable position ; but, strong as it may look at first sight, when 
we go beyond the mere words of the propositions, and come to con- 
sider a little the realities of the case, we feel some doubt whether 
it is quite so strong as it looks. 





To take the first proposition—viz., that malice is an essen- 
\tial clement of an action for a malicious prosecution — no 









16 


all 


is 


— —— _ 


WD Dec. 4, 1886. 











doubt in many cases it has been said that malice on the 
part of the defendants is essential, and 9 declaration against a 
corporation for causing the plaintiff te be prosecuted without 
reasonable or probable eause, without alleging malice on the part 
of the defendants, would have been held bad according to the old 
rules of pleading; and we have also no doubt that, in the old 
authorities on the subject, the actual feeling of malice in the mind 
of the defendant was meant; but then, on the other hand, these 
euthorities probably all related to, and contemplated, the case of 
an actual natural person, where any malice must have been actual, 
and there would be no question of imputed malice. To say that a 
proposition which was originally asserted in @ certain sense in 
relation to an actual natural person also applies in the same sense 
to the case of the fictitious person, a corporation, is, when it comes 
to be considered, the most obvious petitio principii. If you treat 
the old propositions about malicious prosecution as amounting to 
the major premiss that an action of malicious prosecution can 
never lie without a feeling of malice in a real mind of a defendant, 
you beg the question, because a corporation has not really a mind, 
and the original propositions never contemplated corporations. But 
the real question, when the true proposition is considered with 
regard to a corporation, seems to us to be whether the word 
“malice” is to be understood in exactly the same sense as that in 
which it must have been understood with regard to an actual 
person, or whether,'as for some purposes you impute a mind to a 
corporation which it has not really got, you are not to impute to 
that mind, under certain circumstances, feelings it cannot really 
have. To think the question solved by saying that a corporation 
cannot feel malice is begging the question because it assumes that 
in the major premiss “‘ malice” always means actual and never 
“imputed” malice; and it seems to us that this viéw ignores 
altogether the nature of the legal fiction or abstraction with re- 
gard to corporations. To carry the same line of reasoning out to 
its logical results would almost involve the negation of the i- 
bility of the existence of the legal entity which ex hypothest does 
exist. A corporation is a mere abstraction which, by the fiction 
of law, does acts and exercises volitions, whereas in truth it can- 
not do any act or exercise any volition because it does not really 
exist. A corporation is said to have broken and entered my close, 
and so committed a trespass. A trespass clearly involves an act of 
the will, because it would be no trespass by a person if a hurricane 
took him up and hurled him through another person’s window. 
Now, a corporation cannot really have a will any more than it can 
feel malice ; ergo, a corporation cannot commit a trespass. The 
truth is that the legal existence of a corporation involves the 
principle that, in many cases, the acts and volition of its 
directors or servants will be imputed by law to the legal entity 
which cannot really do any act or Lave any will. Again, 
notice can be given to a corporation. Can a corporation 
really receive notice any more than they can feel malice? The 
true question would seem to be whether, upon general considera- 
tions of expediency, the law ought, in certain cases, to impute to a 
corporation the malice of its officials or servants just as it imputes to 
the corporation the acts and volition of its servants in the case of a 
trespass. We are not prepared to discuss that question, and we 
have no settled opinion upon it; we can conceive that much might 
be said on both sides. What we seek to shew is that the argu- 
ment of the learned lord, when realities instead of words are 
looked at, seems rather to collapse. We believe that the curse of 
the human miad is the tendency to be the slave of phrases, and 
that lawyers bave inherited their full share of the curse. Law ie, 
or ought to be, for the most part, based on general expediency, 
and thoroughly to appreciate the meaning of a rule it is always 
necessary to seek for the original reason for it. We take it the 
treason why malice was a necessary ingredient in the action for 
malicious prosecution was the necessity for the protection of 
persons who bond fide undertook a public oolr. Looking at the 
matter from this point of view, what is the a of the rule 
Ag ual We shall develop this consideration more fully 
ter. 

One of the observations which Lord Bramwell makes 
pears to us to suggest some rather material considerations wh 
tend in the direction opposite to his conclusion, He says, ‘it 
may be said ‘well, but this is rather hard upon « man who has 
been prosecuted and improperly prosecuted.’ is to say, the 
obrporation is innocent but its officers are guilly. But the same thing 
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fern ota have been malicious than it is that there is no remedy 
against any individual man who has e 
malice, but somebody who gave him i i ving 
Lord Bramwell does not, we are aware, put these 
analogous, except so far as the is 
an obvious distinction which seems to us very material to the 
general question involved, bearing in mind the reason for the rule 
on the subject. In - second case the irate individual himself 
actually prosecutes, the prosecution is ; 0 
informer cannot be said to prosecute; and the person really acting 
acts bond fide in the exercise of a public duty. 
case to that of the corporation would be 
authorized another to prosecute in his name an : 
anyone whom the other might, in his discretion, think fit, and 
then that other maliciously proseeuted somebody, for the officials 
actually instituting the prosecution must for this purpose be sup- 
to be acting within the scope of their functions. A corpora- 
ion can only act or think through its officials or ; 
one case different entertain the malice, and do the 
prosecuting ; in the other, the officials through whom the cor- 
poration acts do both. If the persons whe wely institute the 
rosecution must be considered as doing so authority and 
yond the scope of their ag yen as between the corporation 
and the person prosecuted, questio; nice questions might 
perhaps arise as to the existence of authority, but the part 
of Lord Bramwell’s ment we are discussing does not 
seem to us to be really vyly Bai ef sya By 
is based on the necessity for malice in the mind of the 
which cannot exist. It must be assumed for the purposes of that 
argument, that, as between the legal entity, the and 
the person prosecuted, the officials who really prosecuted were 
authorized to prosecute—in other words, that a in 
the exercise of their official functions. Then have the case of 
persons who are authorized to prosecute in the name 
ration and apply the funds of the corporation to 
Tt might, we Syek, be agers looking to the general 
regulating the liability of corporations, which must in 
depend on the imputation to the corporetion in law of 
of the officials through whom alone a corporation can 
would be dangerous, and a great hardship to individ 
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prepared to admit that this question seems 
substantial and more difficult. In one sense, no 
cannot be authorised to prosecute maliciously ; but 
sideration conclusive ? ped nef mg oy ep be 
to any action against a corporation for the act of 
such as a trespass? It is common knowledge that an 
within the scope of the em of 
employer and an outsider, 
prohibited hag as bigdh oe 
the servant’s functions, n is particular 
that S is mt: See < cane AZ 
liciously, and so, & man d : 
to drive furiously. He employs him to drive, and 


furiously while driving the of the employer, 
omployer did it himeclf, If i f within the 
functions as between themselves and a te ond 
oution, we do not see that the fact of the motive 
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action in acting for the company, must not also take the burthen 
of responsibility for the mode in which they so act. We cannot 
help thinking that there are passages in his judgment which shew 
that Lord Bramwell’s mind has unconsciously been warped in this 
case consideration of the scandalous manner in which juries 
often find verdicts against companies which they would not find 
against private individuals. But this has not really any bearing 
on the theoretical aspect of the question. 








CONCERNING SEARCHES. 
(XVII.) JUDGMENTS, 
II. Tae Mopern Law or Jupements (continued). 


27 & 28 Vict. c. 112.—This statute (reciting that it is desirable to 
assimilate the law affecting freehold, copyhold, and leasehold 
estates to that affecting purely personal estates in respect of 
future judgments) enacts (section 1) that no judgment entered 
up after the 29th of July, 1864, “shall affect any land, of 
whatever tenure, until such land shall have been actually de- 
livered in execution by virtue of a writ of elegit, or other lawful 
authority, in pursuance of such judgment.” By section 2 “ judg- 
ment ” is defined as in section 5 of 23 & 24 Vict. c. 38 (supra), 
and “land” includes all hereditaments, corporeal or incorporeal, 
or any interest therein. By section 3 every}‘‘ writ or other process 
of execution” by virtue whereof any land shall have been actually 
delivered in execution is to be registered in the name of the judg- 
ment debtor, ‘‘ and no other or prior registration of such judgment 
shall be or be deemed necessary for any purpose.” Probably, there- 
fore, the word “‘ registered,” in section 2, defining ‘‘ judgment ” as 
including registered decrees, &c., may be disregarded. The Act does 
not require any such prior registration of the writ of execution as 
is required in cases under the Act of 1860 ( per Cotton L.J., in Re 
Pope, 34 W. R. 693) ; and, though it does not profess to repeal the 
last-mentioned Act, it does, in effect, make it obsolete (per 
Lindley, L.J., Jdid.). 

The words of the 1st section are not to be confined to land capable of 
delivery at law by the sheriff (yer Lord Selborne, C., Hatton v. 
Haywood, 9 Ch. 233) ; and the statute leaves untouched all rights 
given by earlier Acts, except so far as it expressly takes them 
away, so that there is still an inchoate right to a charge under 
1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, s. 13 (ante, p. 42) though it must now be 
perfected by actual delivery in execution (9 Ch. 234; 1 Dan. 
Ch. Pr., 6th ed, 931). The creditor can come into equity 
where there is an impediment to legal execution as he 
evuld before 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110 (ante, p. 24), and the order 
of the court, whether in form it be a writ of sequestration (Re 
Rush, 10 Eq. 442, L. J. Ch. 759) or the appointment of a re- 
ceiver, will be a delivery in execution by lawful authority within 
this Act (Hatton v. Haywood, ubi sup.). 

It was said (per Day and Wills, JJ.) in Re Pope (34 W. R. 
654), that the word “‘affect” in this Act must mean “ create 
an equitable charge,” and that the word appears for the first time 
in 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110; sed qu. for the same word is used in the 
Docket Act (ante, p. 25) of Wm. and M. which had reference to 
legal execution only. 

The result of assimilating the law with respect to real estate to 
that relating to personal estate is that “‘ where there is no execution 
there is no lien. The main purpose and object of the Act was to 
facilitate the transfer of land by rendering it unnecessary to make 
searches for judgments on the purchase of land, and the law was 
altered step by step with a view to giving purchasers a good title 
as against judgments” ‘per Hall, V.C., Anglo-Italian Bank v. 


Davies, 27 W. R. 3, 9 Ch. D. 275). As to what amounts to 
actual delivery in execution at law, see 30 Soricrrons’ Jovenat, 


8 


, and in equity, [hid. 742. 

Section 4 of the Act enables a creditor to whom “any land 
his debtor” has been delivered in execution, and who has regis- 
tered his “writ or other process of execution,” to obtain 
“ forthwith ” = petition 2 summary order from the Chan- 
cery Division for sale of “his debtor's interest in such land,” 
Without waiting for the expiration of a year, as was required in 
proceeding under 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, ». 13 (see, as to the 
practice, Seton, 1127 foll.). The court is to direct inquiries 


x 


“as to the nature and particalars of the debtor's interest in such 








land, and his title thereto.” Thus the creditor can still take only 
what belongs to his debtor (see ante, pp. 4, 42). “Of course only 
the debtor’s interest in the land can be sold; and if any third 
party has an equitable claim upon the land, he is not bound by the 
order ;” per James, L.J. (Re Ogilvie, 20 W. R. 226, 7 Ch. 174; 
41 L. J. Ch. 336). 

Section 5 provides that where it shall appear that any other 
judgment debt is a charge on such land, notice of the order for 
sale shall be served on the creditor entitled to the benefit of such 
charge, whether prior or subsequent to the charge of the petitioner. 
This section contemplates the existence of several judgments con- 
stituting charges on the lands; and “‘if there were no other mode 
of delivery except by the sheriff,” and if there could be only one 
return, “there would then be a difficulty as to the existence of 
prior or subsequent charges, because only one charge would be 
possible. But if the charge can be perfected by the Court of 
Chancery in case of a legal obstruction, that difficulty is removed” 
(per Lord Selborne, C.: Hatton v. Haywood, 9 Ch. 233). Section 6 
provides that every person claiming any interest in such land 
through or under the debtor by any means subsequent to the 
delivery of such land in execution, shall be bound by every order 
for sale under section 4, and the proceedings consequent thereon, 
As was pointed out by Giffard, V.C. (Guest v. Cowbridge Railway 
Oo., 17 W. R. 7, 6 Eq. 619), the old law was altered, by 1 
& 2 Vict. c. 110, in favour of judgment creditors, by giving them 
very extended rights and remedies as against lands; and then by 
the subsequent statutes, noticed above, those rights were gradually 
contracted and cut down. Section 1 of 27 & 28 Vict. c. 112, 
‘‘ must mean that no judgment creditor can have any right of any 
kind in the shape of a lien on the land until he has got a return 
from the sheriff. That is pretty clear from the 3rd section” 
(which requires no registration of the judgment itself) whereas, 
under 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, registration was necessary to give a lien 
( per Giffard, V.C., Guest v. Cowbridge Railway Co., ubi sup.). 

As was observed by the author of a paper on Searches read at the 
last meeting of the Incorporated Law Society (see 30 Soxicrrors’ 
Journal, p. 804), the framers of the Act (27 & 28 Vict.c. 112) appear 
to have assumed that actual delivery in execution is a patent fact, 
necessarily known to or ascertainable by all the world, and not to 
have contemplated the possibility of a purchase without notice after 
completed execution, the case which happened in Re Pope (34 W. R. 
654, 693, 55 L. T. 268, 369; and, in C.A. only, 55 L. J. QB. 
522). We have seen (ante, p. 58) that, by 2 & 3 Vict. c. 11, a 
purchaser without notice of a judgment, though registered before 
the contract, was protected against the operation of 1 & 2 Viet. 
c. 110, but left exposed to the remedies given by the old law, 
under which a moiety of certain real estates could be extended, 
against a purchaser without notice, upon a judgment entered 
up and docketed before the contract. In Re Pope (34 W. RB. 
654) the Divisional Court appear to have expressed an 
opinion that the modern legislation leaves untouched the effect of 
a completed execution, and refers only to cases in which the 
creditor seeks to enforce a charge on the lands, so that, if the 
creditor had actually seized the land in execution—whether under 
an elegit or an order appointing a receiver—a purchaser without 
notice would be bound, though the judgment was unregistered, so 
far as regards the right of the creditor to hold possession of the 
land and to satisfy his judgment debt out of the rents and profits, 
though he would not have any charge, under section 13 of 1 & 2 
Vict. c. 110, unless the judgment had been registered. It is not 
quite clear from the reports that the learned judges in terms 
limited the remark as to the necessity of registering the judgment, 
in order to give a charge, to cases prior to 27 & 28 Vict. c. 112; 
but it is submitted that they must have intended so to limit it, for, 
as we have pointed out, section 8 of that Act expressly says that 
no other or prior registration of the judgment shall be, or be 
deemed, necessary for any purpose. It is apprehended, how- 
ever, that, in cases coming within 23 & 24 Vict. c. 38, there 
must be both a registration of the judgment itself within 
five years before the contract and also registration of a writ of 
execution within three months before completion, in order to found 
a right to a charge under 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, 6. 13: see per Cotton, 
L.J.,in Re Pope (84 W. R. 693, 55 L. T. 369) :—* Under the 
Acts previously [to 23 & 24 Vict. c. 38] in force, a judgment did 
not affect the land without registration. The 23 & 24 Vict. 
c. 38 added that execution must be issued and registered 


Dec, 4, 1886, ° 4q 
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and it provided that it should not affect a purchaser unless 
execution was executed within three months of registration. 
That was a further protection to purchasers. But registration was 
necessary, for not only was land not affected where there was no 
execution of the judgment or of the writ, but where there was no 
registration of the judgment or writ. Then 27 & 28 Vict. c. 112 
was still more in favour of purchasers. It provided that no judg- 
ment or writ should affect the land until it was delivered in 
execution—taking away the incumbrance of a judgment or writ 
of execution not executed. When the land was actually delivered 
in execution, did the Act require registration of the writ? I 
think not. The registration required by the previous Act was 
where-land was to be affected by a judgment or writ not executed ; 
but under the later Act the land must be actually delivered in 
execution, and registration was then not necessary’ (#.e, unless 
the creditor desires to petition for a sale under section 4). 

In a recent case before Bacon, V.C. (Hewett v. Murray, 54 
L. J. Ch. 572, 52 L. T. 380), where a judgment creditor in an 
action for equitable execution (upon a judgment recovered in 
February, 1885) obtained the appointment of receiver for the pur- 
pose of creating a charge upon the debtor’s property, subject to 
prior incumbrances, but not for the purpose of entering into pos- 
session or receiving the rents and profits, the receiver was not 
required to give security, the plaintiff and the receiver undertaking 
not to act without the leave of the court. 

By R. 8.C., L., 15a (R. 8. C., Oct., 1884, r. 12), on applications 
for appointment of a receiver by way of equitable execution, the 
court or a judge is to have regard to the amount of the debt 
claimed, to the amount which may probably be obtained by the 
receiver, and to the probable costs of his appointment, and may 
direct inquiries on these or other matters. 

Discovery in aid of execution.—If it is suspected that the debtor 
has an interest in lands, but the precise nature of such interest or 
the situation of the lands is not known, discovery in aid of execu- 
tion can be obtained under R. 8S. C., XLII., 32 (see as to the mode 
of proceeding under this rule, 1 Chitty’s Archb., 14th ed., p. 791). 





REVIEWS. 
COUNTY COURTS. 


THE PRACTICE OF THE County Courts. By J. E, Davis, Barrister- 
at-Law. SrixtH Epirion. Edited by 8S. M. Ruopes, Barrister- 
at-Iaw. Butterworths. 


Only three years elapsed between the publication of the fourth 
and fifth editions of this work, whereas twelve years have elapsed 
between the publication of the fifth and that of the present edition. 
Since 1874 radical changes have been made in general county court 
practice by the County Courts Act of 1875 and the successive con- 
solidations of the Rules in 1875 and 1886, while numerous Acts—of 
which the Parliamentary Elections (Returning Officers) Acts, 1875 and 
1886, the Employers and Workmen Act, 1880, and the Agricultural 
Holdings Act, 1883, are the most important—have thrown into the 
gounty courts additional business in connection with special subjects. 
The present edition, therefore, contains so much new matter that it 
is necessary to examine it with more than ordinary minuteness and 


care. 

And, first, with regard to the new rules. They are all inserted, 
but how? We read in the preface that ‘‘ generally the very words 
are given in the text,” but that ‘‘to give the ipsissima verba of every 


| tale and form would necessitate an appendix at a cost much ter 


than the price of official copies,” so ‘‘ with the aid of tables” [ which 
are very neat and good] ‘‘and a full index, it is hoped that the 
volume, while portable, will prove sufficient for county court prac- 
tice, whether placed in the court bag or travelling case,” In the vast 
majority of cases, as will be seen from the di tly-printed 
of the table of rules, the rules are tically prin in 
full or the substantial parts given, a the exceptions (see 
neces at pp. 184, 641, and 684) are so few that we cannot 
help thinking that the better course would have been to make no 
éxceptions at all. There is no table of forms, and few forms 
we printed. in respect of facility of reference it would have been 
much better to print the number of each rule and form in the text 
instead of in foot-notes, 

Secondly, as to the general practice, we are glad to find that the 
tame care and exhaustiveness which have always distinguished the 
book are still preserved, though in some cases the notes are perhaps 
s little too long, especially where extracts from judgments are given. 





The latest cases a to be inserted, and we find a reference to the 
important case ——- Kettle (55 L. J. Q. B. 470) in the index. 
We regret, however, that no more than two of the four current sets 
of reports are, so far as we have observed, referred to. As a good sample 
ppm spon Poot enn fraye ene es enn — 
of appeals, and we may congratulate on having, in a . 
428) successfully predicted the judicial semstrection of the chatetes 
and rules which was arrived at in Reg. v. Kettle. 

Thirdly, as to the ial practice under the numerous Acts passed 
since 1874, we think the Employers’ Liability Act is 
well treated. There is first a oS pao of the 
Act, then follows an account of the lability na injuries 
apart from the Act, and then the clauses of Act and the decisions 
upon them. These decisions are carefully given, though, i 
the importance of Moyle v. Jenkins (L. 8 Q. B. D. 116) 
Keen v. Millwall Dock Oo. (L. R. 8 Q. B. D. 482), we think that these 
two cases might have been treated at a little more length. In dealing 
with the Agricultural yee: Bohn editor has not been so 
successful. There is no in ion or 
name, and many sections of the Act are printed, whereas the 
greater number of them might have been abstracted only, and many 
omitted altogether, so as to bring into their due prominence the 
powers of the county court on appeal. A Queen’s printer’s copy of 
the Act would serve the reader’s purpose nearly as well as the reprint 
of it which is given. Taking another instance i 
are not a little surprised to find that the Parliamentary Elections 
(Returning Officers) Act of 1886 is quite unnoticed in connection 
with its t Act of 1875, nor is there any mention of Reg. v. 
Judge of Lambeth Come Court (17 Q. rire 96). a ied to 

The index is very long, occupying and we are 
be able to odd Ghat tt fe eb eatoueahy geel ona,” We have not been 
able to detect a single omission or in it, except under the head 
of ‘‘ Form,” where, as only a selection of forms is printed, it might 
have been useful to bre n velvpanteh ts theth saibeti 

As to mechanical arrangements, the book i 
rinted, but in shape and size it is cumbrous, and 
Coen Seatler 40 ties ivided it into two volumes, one of which migh 
have been conveniently devoted to the general, and 
special, procedure. 





JURISPRUDENCE, 
THE ELEMENTS OF JURISPRUDENCE. By T. E. HoLLann, Barrister- 
: Clarendon Press 


et-Law. Turrp Epirion. ; 
Professor Holland has su , on ee SS this work, a 
el between ‘‘ Juri ” and “ Grammar,” to 
which exception has been, he tells us, taken by Professor Pollock. 
We are inclined to think that the parallel] is an extremely just one; 
- that an = a t lesson oA oe: from Peary | , that 
there is very little use in tryi nae barges anyone 
who is not ready pretty wel ahienianed with least one system of 
law. No one, we take it, would venture to learn ecnmaceiaall. 40 seer! 
until hehad already acquired a familiarity with the grammar of at least 
one lan ; if he did, he would be beginning at the wrong end. And 


we think t the same objection applies to to a 
knowledge of so artificial a abstraction as raster, ilies 


ih te ubetrncted er capunn heoeien abe possesses 

it is a . an ‘ 

liminary knowledge, there is much to be gai Sts nlp, weal wo 
do not know any guide to that than the book now before 
us; indeed the fact that it has within so short a time from its first 


ublication reached a third edition, is a sufficient indication 
roved a valuble addition to our legal literature. The present 
edition contains but few and unimportant alterations from 
decessor ; such as there are, however, are improvements, The 
ter on the “Analysis of a Ri 


expanded ; some which m the former editions were 
pried in other chapters having been transferred to it; and the 
mH 
ded ; Mr. Holland's view, consensus is not necessary, 


being supported with considerable acumen. We must confess, however, 
that we are by no means convinced that Mr, Holland is right, so far 


ao regards Ragith iow, Se Se Cee the space at our dis- 
FO Sai Oe SN SE ee of so 
@ question, 


lf 
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LOCAL BOARD ELECTIONS, 
Tue Locat Boarp Evscrron Manvat. By the late W. G. Lowney, 
QC. Fovurtrn Eprrton, By ALEXANDER Mu: 
Shaw & Sons. 

The engitention of Se Cusuas Sess 1884, to local board 
elections made a farther edition of this work, of which 
edition was issued in 1876, ee caetebeae ted ee Mr. 
morran has added a lengthy chapter on the Act of 1834, and 


at-law. 
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on that part of the Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, which is applied 
to the local board elections. These chapters appear to be accurate 
and sufficiently full; but it would have been better that where, as 
is frequently the case, the very words of a statute are interspersed 
amongst editorial remarks, those words should have been printed 
between inverted commas. 


EXECUTIVE OFFICERS. 


Tue Powers, Duttes, AND LIABILITIES OF EXECUTIVE OFFICERS AS 
RETWEEN THOSE OFFICERS AND THE PUBLIC. By A. W. CHASTER, 
Barrister-at-Law. William Clowes & Sons, Limited. 


Mr. Chaster has discovered a new subject and has treated it with 
fair accuracy and completeness, though in the old fashioned style of 
digest of cases, and setting out in full of sections of statutes. e col- 
lects within some 300 pages the statutes and cases bearing on the 
telations to the public of sheriffs, high bailiffs, bailiffs, revenue 
officers, police, gaolers, inspectors of factories, explosives, nuisances, 

ights and measures, and other officers too numerous to mention. 
We have failed to find much expression of independent opinion 
upon the cases. The statutes are, we think, given at too great 
length ; an abstract of them would, in most cases, have supplied all 
that is wanted and usefully decreased the bulk of the book. The 
index, though the sub-titles are alphabetical, is rather short and 
meagre, and only one set of contemporary reports is ever referred to. 





TITHE ACTS. 
Tue TirHE Acts. By T. H. Boiron, Solicitor. Stevens & Sons. 


This is a collection of seventeen Acts relating to tithe, prefaced by 

a short introduction and ‘ observations” upon the recent Act, 

and followed by a good index. The observations furnish a useful 

commen on the Act of last session and draw attention to the 

— to which evidence should be directed in the procedure before the 

issi . The Acts, however, are printed almost without annota- 

tion, even by way of cross reference, and Mr. Bolton has, in at least 

one instance, printed a string of repealed sections, being sections 
4—9 of the Act of 1836 (6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 71). 








CORRESPONDENCE. . 


THE REMUNERATION ORDER—LEASES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,— Most members of the profession will, I think, agree with the 
remarks in your last number on the case of He Allen, reported in 
the same number under “‘ Cases Affecting Solicitors,” but I venture 
to ask whether you are right in taking it so entirely for granted, as 

ou B to do, that, where a lessee pays the entire cost of his 
her Ts inttw’s solicitor, who prepares it, can by notice to his own 
client—i.c., the lessor, and behind the back of the lessee, elect that 
his remuneration for the lease shall not be according to the prescribed 
scale. This seems to have been so assumed in fe Allen, and it 
appears that the Council of the Incorporated Law Society are of the 
same opinion (see their Digest, &c., on the Remuneration Act, p. 17, 
par. 58); but I have never myself been able to acquiesce in this 
construction of the General Order, and one would have thought, 
with all deference, that the common-sense view was the right one— 
viz., that the notice must be given to the person called upon to 
. Certainly, this seems to me the only view which gives full 
Pffact to the interpretation of the word ‘‘client” contained in 
section 1 of the Remuneration Act, which must, I take it, be con- 
sidered as part of the General Order (see especially the last definition 
of *‘ client” in such clause). 

If your construction is the right one—viz., that “client” means 
exclusively the person originally instructing the solicitor, there is 

ing to prevent the lessor requiring the solicitor (under clause 5) 

to carry through the business of the lease ‘‘ by special exertion in an 

ly short of time,” and, should he do so, he would, in 

our view, be entitled to additional remuneration, not from the lessor, 
from the lessee, which would be absurd. 

Personally, I have as yet had no occasion to consider the point in 
actual practice, for, so faras my experience goes, the scale has been 
loyally accepted and acted upon both by lessors and lessees, but, as 
the question has—I know from others—oceasionally been raised, I 
venture to trouble you with these few remarks, should you think fit 
to insert them in your paper. E. E, L. 

29th November. 


agree with our correspondent as to the common-sense 


[We on- view 
of the matter; but, unfortunately, common sense is the last test 





tion Order. er clause 6 of the Order, the solicitor’s “ writs 
ing under his hand” must be ‘‘ communicated to the client.” Who, 
then, for the py aon of the order, is the client of a solicitor in the 

reparation of a lease? The answer is to be found in Schedule L, 
Part 2; ‘ Lessor’s solicitor for preparing, settling, and completing 
lease and counterpart.” This interpretation is, we think, con- 
sistent with section 1 of the Act, inasmuch as the lessor is the 

rson liable for costs in the first instance to the solicitor, if the 
fatter has not been expressly retained by the lessee (see (rissell vy, 
Robinson, 3 Bing. N. C. 10, and Baker v. Meryweather, 2 C. & K, 
737).—Eb. 8. J. 





MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS ACT, 1882. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 

Sir,—Will you or any of your readers kindly inform me— 

(1) Whether a candidate for the mayoralty, being the outgoing 
mayor, can preside at his own election, and, if so, whether he may 
give himself an original vote, and, in case of equality, a casting 
vote also ? 

(2) Whether the mayor can give an original vote, and, in case of 
equality, a casting vote also, for an alderman ? SoLicrror, 

Nov. 30: 


ov. 30. 
[See observations under head of ‘‘ Current Topics.” —Eb. 8. J.] 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 
REEVES v. FOWLE—O.A. No, 1, Ist December. 


Practice—Counry Court—Jupcment Summons— Commirrat Orper— 
DigEcTION THAT WARRANT SHALL NOT IssuE IF CERTAIN INSTALMENTS ARB 
Parp—Vauipiry—Dexsrors’ Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vicr. c. 62), 8. 5. 


This was an appeal by the judge of the Brompton County Court from 
an order of the en 8 Bench Division granting a writ of prohibition, 
directed to the judge and the plaintiff, prohibiting them from further 
proceeding on and putting in force an order of commitment, dated the 
4th of March, 1886, against the defendant in an action in the county 
court. On the 7th of January, 1886, judgment was given for the plain- 
tiff in the action for £57 2s. 2d. inclusive of costs, and the defendant was 
ordered to pay it by two instalments, £20 on the 21st of January and the 
balance on the 21st of February. The defendant having made default in 
payment of the first instalment, a judgment summons was taken out by 
the plaintiff, and on it the county court judge on the 4th of March made 
an order as follows:—‘‘Commitment ten days, suspended fourteen 
days.’”’ This wes entered in the Commitment Summons Book. At the 
same time the judge gave a direction to the registrar that the warrant 
was not to issue if the defendant £4 a month. This direction was 
not entered in the court book. The defendant paid two of these £4 
instalments, but failed to pay the third instalment, and as the warrant 
for commitment was going to be issued, the defendant applied for and 
obtained the above writ for a prohibition, on the ground that the order of 
the 4th of March was in excess of jutisdiction. The county court judge 
appealed. When the registrar was asked by the defendant’s solicitor 
what the order of the 4th of March was, he replied as follows :—‘‘ Order 
made 4th of March, 1886—£4 to be paid 18th of March, 1886, and each 
succeeding calendar month. If not so paid warrant of commitment 
might be issued.” 

Tue Covrr dismissed the appeal. Lord Esuzr, M.R., said that the 
judges of the Superior Court, sitting at chambers, upon a summons to 
commit a debtor under section 5 of the Debtor's Act, 1°69, could either 
make an immediate order-of committal, if it were shewn that the debtor 
had means to pay, or might make a new order for payment by instal- 
ments ; but they could not make an order for payment by instalments, 
aud at the same time make a commitment order if any of those instal- 
ments were not bse in the future. That had been decided by Willes, 
J., in Re The Debtors’ Act (22 L. T. N. 8. 666), and followed by all the 
judges. The county court judges exercised their jurisdiction under the 
same statute, and subject to the same limitations as the j of the 
superior court. It was clear from the letter of the registrar of the 18th of 
June that he thought the direction to him was an order. The judge 
must have meant it to be an order, and it was acted on as such. 
fore the county court judge had, in effect, made an ordet on the 4th of 
March for payment of the debt and instalments, and at the same time 
made an order for commitment if any of those future instalments were 
not paid. The order that the commitment order should be 
for fourteen days was within the inherent jurisdiction of the court, bat 
the order of commitment on failure to pay any one of the future instal- 
mente was in excess of the jurisdiction of the court, and therefore 
illegal. The effect of allowing it might be that a debtor, after paying 
two or three of the instalments, might, from some unforeseen calamity, be 
unable to pay the next instalment, when he would be committed to 

rison at once, without having an op ty of laining his case. 
order to commit could only be eg Ae os ure to each 

instalment im arrear. The pro , ore, was 

Luwiey and Loves, L.JJ., concurred.—Oounsay, Sir 2, Clarke, 8.G., 


Dec. 4, 1886, 4 


which should > applied to some of the provisions of the Remunera- 
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Cooper Wyld, and De Colyar ; Richmond; Willis, 
Souictrorns, R. Wright; 7. J. Robismon; J. G. Dear 


THE QUEEN vo. THE TYNE BOILER WORKS CO.—O. A. No. 1 
29th and 30th November. 


Poor Rara—Assessment or Manvractorres—Macuinery not Artacuen, 
TO THE FREgHoLy. 


This was an appeal from the decision of the Divisional Court, reported 34 
W. R. 531, discharging a rule nisi to quash the order of the Northumberland 
Quarter Sessions. It appeared from the special case that the appellants had 
been assersed to the poor on a gross estimated rental in respect of the 
land and works occupied py them of £599, the rateable value being set 
down at £501. It was admitted before the justices that, in arriving at the 
rateable value of the premises, certain machinery had been taken into con- 
sideration as enhancing the value of the premises, and that the whole of 
such machinery was the property of the appellants and not of the land 
owners. There was no intention on the part of the appellants of making 
such a part of the soil or hereditaments or ently annexing 
it thereto. e@ machines wete all capable of being, and wete in fact 
from time to time, bought, sold, removed, and renewed as separate and 
distinct articles without injury to themselves or to the main structure. 
Some of the machinery was not physically attached to the premises at all, 
but rested =e them by its own weight. In other cases the mach 
was attached by brick seatings or by screws fixed into concrete founda- 
tions but merely for the purpose of being steadied whilst working. The 

uestinn for the court was whether, in arriving at the rateable value of 

e premises, such machinery had been rightly taken into consideration. 
It was urged for the appellants that it was impossible to take such 
machinery into consid: sation without really rating it, and that the test 
as to what chattels could or could not be rated was whether or not they 
were permanently attached to the premises so as to become part of the 
hereditaments. 

Tue Oovar (Lord Esuzn, M.R., and Lixpizy and Lorrs, L.JJ), in dismiss- 
ing the appeal and upholding the decision of the Divisional Court, said 
that the whole of the dec'sions appeared to be perfectly conmstent, and to 
express the same rule as to rating though in somewhat different 
They considered that things which were on the premises for the purpose 
of making, and which, in fact, made, them fit as for the 
for which they were used, ought to be taken into account in esti g the 
rateable value ; or, in other words, things which, unless expressly excluded, 
would pass by a demise of the premises between landlord and tenant. 
Physical annexation had never been treated as the test, and they con- 
sidered that the court of quarter sessions had rightly taken into consideta- 
tion the whole of this machivery as enhancing the rateable value of the 

mises in question.—Covunest, Sir Horace Davey, Q.0., R. T. Reid, Q.C., 
and Cyril Dodd; Sir R. B. Webster, A.G., W. Graham, and Hans Hamitl- 
ton. Soxrscrrors, Flux § Leadbitter, for Leadbitter § Harvey, Newcastle-on- 
Tyne; Crossman, Crossman, ¢ Prichard, for Kidson, McKenzies, § Kidson, 
Sunderland. 


aay and J. Scott For. 


WILLMOTT v. THE LONDON CELLULOID OO. 


C. A No. 2, 26th November. 


Oompany—Winpinc Urp—Fravpunest Prererence—Oomeantes Act, 1862, 
8. 164 


The main question in this case was whether, in the winding up of a 
pomepeny under the Companies Acts, a transaction can be set aside as a 
fraudulent preference at the instance, and for the benefit, of a we - 
Jar class of the creditors of the company, not for the a benefit of all 
the creditors. Section 164 of the Companies Act, 1862, provides that 
“any such conveyance, . a! Fa bo oa execution, or act 

, if m 


(LIM.)— 


relating to property as wou ade or done by of against any 
individual er, be deemed, iu the event of his bankru , to have been 
made or done by way of undue or fraudulent ce of the creditors of 


such trader, shall, if made or done by or against any company, be deemed, 
in the event of such company being wound up under this Act, to have 
been made or done by way of undue or fraudulent preference of the 
creditors of such —s and shall be invalid y,”’ and the 
presentation of the winding-up F gov is to be deemed to 
with the act of bankruptcy in the case of ah individual trader. In Er 
parte Cooper (10 Ch. 510) it was held that the doctrine of fraudulent 
preference could in bankruptcy be asserted only for the benefit of the 
whole body of the creditors of the bankrupt. In the present case the 
laintiff, a debenture-holder of the company. t on behalf and for 


e benefit of himeelf and the other debenture- to set aside a 
payment of £3,000 made by the company the commence- 
ment of the winding-up order te two of their on account of a 


debt due from the company to them. Bacon, V.Q., held (31 Oh. D. 495) 
that Ex rete Cooper applied, and that the payment could not be set aside 


for the benefit of some only of the o . 

Tue Covet or Arpzat (Corron, L.J., Hannan, P., and Fay, fad 
affirmed the decision. Corron, cee said that section 1 vided 
an act which would be a fraudulent preference in ban should be 
considered such in the winding up of a company, so that money recovered 
under aclaim on account of fraudulent preference would be recovered 
the general creditors as if it had been recovered by the trustee 


Hh 


tuptcy. That the doctrine of fraudulent preference could not 

advan of by a mortgages, but only for the benefit of the whole body 

of creditors, was decided in Ex parte Cooper, and the prin of that 

decision applied to the present case. Hanwan, P., and Far, Ld., oon- 

mgt uneRt, Warmington, Q.0., and J. @. Laing s Bramwell ; 
arten, Q.0., and Ridion, Sorscorons, F H. Boneys B. Lees Detereon, 


Bnow, ¢ Co. ; Lindo § Co, 





MILLS ov, MILLS—Kay, J., 29th November. 
Powrr—Exzcution—Spaciat Powsr Rear Davisz 
—No Rergrence 10 Powsern—Wuis Act, ss. 24—27. 

In this case a question was raised as to which it that there 
was no direct authority—viz., whether, since the a general 


devise operates as an ezontjon of a apentel perus of magetebiness svetcaer 
estate, the testator having, both at date of his and at his death 
no other real estate to which the general age eget gp & 
will and codicil of Thomes Mills, who died in 1865, Teal estate was 
Susieel t SSe te af ates BER ean B. Mills for life, 
and after his decease upon will 
appoint, so only that every 
one or more of his 
trust f 


default u 
ovember, 1884, after 


- 


dated in 


on the und t 
testator hed A 


estate, was sufficient to the ect to the a 
although the Wills Act, by 2 a will speak from the des 
the reason for this, 
upon which the devise 
to alter the exis 
the tion of 
tended, on behalf of the persons entitled in default of appointment, 


that 

the question of whether a power of had or had not been 

e se, ot ane ns of ieatiun, Vodles Gtk waieieaes ta 900 at 
as, 


an intention of a power of ntment. For this parpose 
there must in all cases be a reference either to the power or to the property 
subject to the power. 

ay, J., after taking time to consider S ee. decided that the 
power had not been exercised. adr ys bn that it was that 
the question had not been determined but that he not 
discover any decision in point. The question was one of intention, and 
the intention of @ testator could be from the words of his 


only 
will and from the surroundin g circumstances known to him at the date of 
his will, which the cases shewed 
was noticeable here that the objects of the 


extent, outside the terms of the 
the Wills Act gave to a general devise 


objectionable, 
was 
removed by the Act, the of such inten- 
tion ceased. The rc, prot wes ou three who lege 
the 
§ Son, 
asEn—Sp 
on oF Varvor="* 


wholly inoperative if it pad 
tht : Li yt 
4 a 
ship’s opinion any _ 
enJarge the a 
the intention 
r had been exercised. evidence, 
fevtator didnot intend to exerio the power — Ontnaat, Ia : 
Rogers ; Cree. Sotactrons, W. H. Mills; Wateon, ,¢ ; 
JARRET e. HUNTER.—Kay, J., 28nd and 25th November. 
BCIPIC Pusrepaanees Serves or Faavps+ 
Sontcrton FoR Tre Pre rd 
went—Namwe or Reat Vernon Appaatixe on Oonrnacr— 
Nortcs ro Prremasmn. 
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contract, and, even if it could, the conveyance did not shew who was the 
vendor. Parol evidence was inadmissible, and the knowledge thus 
acquired by the purchaser could not make the contract valid. Action 
dismissed, without costs.—Covnsz1, J. Bradford ; B. J. Elgood. Souicrrors, 
Hickin § Graham for G. S. Lawson, Sunderland ; Stocken § Jupp for C. R. 
Walker, Sunderland. 


THE BIRMINGHAM AND DISTRICT LAND CO. v. THE LONDON 
AND NORTH-WESTERN RAILWAY CO.—Chitty, J., 20th November. 


R. 8S. C., 1883, XVI., 48—Tuip Party Procepurne—Ciam or In- 
DEMNITY. 


It appeared that the plaiu*iffs were fhe lessees under a building agreement 
under seal made in 1875, and the covenants of which were to be performed 
during a iod which would expire in 1885. Pending an application by 
the def ts for power to take the land comprised in the agreement, the 
plaintiffs entered into a parol agreement with the lessors for extension of 
the period during which the building covenants were to be performed, 
and tiations also took place as to alteration of the class of house to 
be built. In 1883 the defendants purchased from the lessors the land 
comprised in the agreement. In 18384 the defendants gave the plaintiffs 
notice to treat, and in 1886 took possession. The plaintiffs alleged that 
the defendants had notice of the parol agreement, but this the defendants 
denied, and stated that they had beught subject to the original agreement 
only. The plaintiffs claimed compensation and an injunction. The 
defendants took out a summons for leave to serve on the lessors a third- 
party notice under 2. S. O., 1883, XVI., 48. By the affidavit in support 
of their summons the defendants stated that they were advised that, in the 
event of the plaintiffs succeeding in establishing their claim to relief in 
the action on the footing of the alleged l agreement, they were 
entitled to be indemnified against such claim by the lessors, either by a 
reduction of the purchase-money payable to the lessors or otherwise ; and 
the defendants submitted that R. S. C., 1883, XVI., 48, when providing 
that the defendant applying should claim to be entitled ‘‘ to contribution | 
or indemnity against a person not party to the action,’’ did not require | 
that the indemnity shculd be an indemmnity in the strict legal sense, and | 
pa oe ge on Carshore v. North-Eastern Railway Co. (29 Ch. D. 344) as an 

ity shewing that all that was required was that the defendants 
should ha case of relief as against third parties for the 





we a substantial 
whole or part of the damages claimed in the action. 

Currrr, J., said that it was not, of course, sufficient for the defendants | 
mefely to state that they claimed indemnity over, but they must shew a | 
reasonable case upon which they might succeed upon their claim for in- | 
demnity. The court would not, however, go into the claim and decide 
finally whether it was well founded or not, but if it saw that there was a fair | 
ground for putting forward the claim as a claim of indemnity, then the | 
court grant the requisite leave, but not otherwise. The construc- 
tion put by the applicants on the rule would reduce to silence the con- 
dition contained in it that the leave of the court must be obtained. The 
authorities, however, shewed that the rule used the term indemnity in the | 
sense that the defendant applying for leave must shew the court that he | 
has a claim for indemnity on a contract, either express or implied, or a | 
right to an indemnity founded on some rule of equity. A statement that | 
the issue between the defendant and the third party was analogous to that | 
between the plaintiff and defendant was not sufficient. It might have | 
been proper that all such questions should be tried in one action. | 
Bat who framed the rule in the first instance (Rules of 1875, X VII., 
17) found that it would lead to embarrassment of the plaintiff, and the 
rule was, therefore, modified to its present form. He was satisfied that 
the were not entitled against the lessors to indemnity in the 
Seif oanee of the waed. They had no contract, express or implied, for 
indemnity, nor g omer right to indemnity. He, therefore, held there 
Was no ground saying that the applicants were entitled to indemnity 
as sgainst the lessors when they were secking to join as third parties, and 
refused their i . with costse.—Covwset, Ince, Q.C., and Clare; 
Romer, QC., and Woodroffe. Sorscsrons, Mason; Robinson, Preston, $ 
Stow, for Ruclands § (o., Birmingham. 


Re THE CAPITAL FIRE INSURANCE ASSOCIATION (LIM.)—Chitty, 
J., Mth November. 


Lawerey Comrasy—Oxpen vestixc Assers stanpixo 1x Name or Ex- 
. Laaviwaton—Taverzs Act, 1350, ss. 22, 43. 


In this case it thata former official liquidator of thecompany could 
not be found, was bankrupt, and that the court had appointed a liqui- 
Gator in his place. A motion was made, under the Trustee Act, 1850, for 

to vest in the present liquidator 2 sum of Consols, part of 
the company standing in the name of the original liquidator 


contig gone Roepe yea 7 
Causrrr, J., said the court could make such a vesting order under section 
4 could be made either on 
of ure was, how- 
i a cases. As the winding 
: no ¢ against the fund on the 
liquidator’s trustees in bankru: for remuneration for his 
however, aa ed, direct that 
and that be served on the 
Sorscrrous, Field, 
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Re EVPWAED NIXON—Mhling, J., Wth and 21th November. 
Eizor—Eazscerion Uxsinton—Bate—Receiven. 


jurisdiction, in an application undersection 4 of 27 & 28 Vict. c. 112, to ap- 
ent 


point a receiver. The petitioner had, in July, 1886, recovered j 
against the debtor for £622 12s. 8d. In A) t he sued outa writ of elegit. On 
the 3rd of October the sheriff caused an inquisition to be made, and it was 
found that the debtor was seised in fee of three houses, of which the aggre- 
gate yearly rent was £62, and the houses were on the same day delivered in 
execution. A petition was thereupon presented for sale of the houses as 
having been ‘‘ actually delivered in execution ’’ under section 4 of 27 & 28 
Vict. c. 112. There was also a prayer in the petition that a receiver 
might be appointed until the sale, and reliance was placed upon Mason y, 
Westoby (34 W. R. 498, 32 Ch. D. 206). The debtor did not appear. 
Srreuine, J., made an order for sale (see the form given in Seton on 
Decrees, at p. 1140). But his lordship held, after consideration, that he 
had no jurisdiction to appoint a receiver upon a petition for sale under 
the above-named statute. He therefore refused the application, without 
prejudice to the right of the petitioner to apply in the action.—Covunsz1, 
C. T. Mitchell. Soxtcrrors, Simpson, Palmer, § Winder. 


WARD, LOCK, & OO. v. SCOTT—North, J., 26th November. 


Coryricut — INFRINGEMENT — INTERLOCUTORY INJUNCTION — Minute Ixy. 
JURY. 


This was an interlocutory motion for an injunction to restrain the 
infringement by the defendant of the plaintiffs’ copyright. The plaintiffs 
were the owners of the copyright in a number of poems written by Praed. 
The defendant published a selection of Praed’s poems which contained 
some of those in which the plaintiffs had the copyright. The plaintiffs 
complained of this, and an ement was entered into that the 
defendant should discontinue the sale of his selection, and should pey the 
plaintiffs a royalty on the copies which he had already sold. This was 
done, and the defendant afterwards re-issued his selection with the 


| omission from it of twenty-one poems which had been previously pointed 


out to him as subject to the plaintiffs’ copyright. But the selection, as 
re-issued, contained eight other poems which were also subject to the 
plaintiffs’ copyright. The plaintiffs brought this action to restrain the 
defendant from selling his selection as re-issued, and they now moved for 
an injuaction until the trial. Previously to the issue of the writ the 
plaintiffs’ solicitor had suggested that the defendant should pay a royalty 
to the plaintiffs. Having r to this suggestion and to the com : 
tively small amount of the matter alleged to be pirated in the defendant’s 
re-issued i 

Norru, J., on the undertaking of the defendant to keep an account, 
and to abide by any order which the court might think fit to make as to 
the payment of a royalty to the plaintiffs, declined to grant an interlocu- 
tory injunction.—Covunsgt, Everitt, Q.C., and G. JT. Millar; E. Ford, 
Soxicrrors, Ashurst, Morris, § Co. ; Heather § Sons. 


Re GREGSON’S TRUSTS—North, J., 27th November. 


Pertrrion ror APPOINTMENT OF New TrusTEEsS—APPorINnTMENT OF ADDITIONAL 
Trusrer wirnout any Vacancy—Truster Act, 1850, s. 32—Conveyrano- 
tnG Act, 1881, s. 31 (5). 


This was a petition for the appointment of a new trustee of a will in 
addition to two trustees appointed by the will, they being the only 
trustees thereby appointed. On the authority of Re Brackenbury’s Trust 
(L. R. 10 Eq. 45), 

Norrn, J., held that there was jurisdiction under the Trustee Act to 
appoint an additional trustee simpliciter, though there was no vacancy in 
the existing number of trustees to be supplied. His lordship also 
expressed an opinion that, under sub-section 2 of section 31 of the Oon- 
veyancing Act, 1881, which provides that, ‘‘on an appointment of a new 
trustee, the number of trustees may be increased,’ an additional trustce 
could not be appointed except when an! appointment was being made to 
fill up a vacancy in the existing number of trustecs.—CovnszL, Farwell. 
Souicrrons, Pritchard, Englefield, § Co. 


LEIGH v. LEIGH—Stirling, J., 27th November. 


“Rest Secuniries”’—Investment on TJ'znm or 1,000 Years TO RAISE 
Portions. 


The question in this case was whether a pereet investing in ‘‘ real 
securities,” enabled trustees to advance trust funds upon the 
security of a portions term of 1,000 years. The will of H. B. Leigh, 
em his trustees to make certain investments in 
— a ~, 33 or Wales, but not re ghee se oa 
- BD Leigh, deceased, agreed, su 
approval of the court, as the testator’s estate was being administered in an 
actior , to advance the sum of £10,300 on the security of a mortgage 
an estate valued at £80,000. Ka , J., in the administration 
directed an inquiry whether a good title could be made to the heredita- 
ments. Mr. Casson, the convey counsel before whom the title was 
laid, observed that the ors, were trustees of a portions a 
a = 1,000 years, and < 
por Page arrangements lor the mortgage g in fee 
(w was not done), the opinion of the judge would have to be 
wea sotntoed $0 tho Getelon in Re 


The point now came before 
transferred. 


li 


Stirling, J., to,whom the action had 


unable to regard the long 





This was & petition in which the question arose whether the court had 


Butcher, Boracrrous, Gregory, Roweliffes, § Co. ; ed Oo. 


Boyd's Settled Estates (14 Oh. D. 626), — 
been 


Sriuiine, J., refused to allow the investment to be made, as he was 
term asa ‘real security,”’—Counset, Metholdg 
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OLLEY v. FISHER—North, J., 30th November. 


RectiricaTion oF Werirren Exscurory Acresment — Mistaks—Ap- 
MISSION OF Parnot Evipence—Sprorric PerroRMANcE orf AGREEMENT As 
Rectirrgp—SratuTe or Fraups. 


This was an action for the rectification of a written agreement, and for 
damages for the breach by the defendant of the ment as rectified. 
The agreement as it stood provided for the buil by the plaintiff, 
within nine months from its date, of six-houses on a piece of land belong- 
ing to the defendant, and that, within three months from the completion 


of the houses, the defendant would build a bridge over a river. He also 
agreed to grant the plaintiff a lease at a certain rent. The tiff 
alleged that the agreement really entered into was that he sh build 


four houses, and that, by a mistake for which the defendant was 
responsible, the word ‘“‘six”’ had been written in the agreement. The 
defendant had not built the bridge within three months from the com- 
pletion of the four houses. The plaintiff asked to have the agreement 
rectified by substituting the word “four’’ for “‘six,’’ and he claimed 
damages for the non-building of the bridge by the defendant. The 
defendant alleged that the real agreement.was for the building of siz 
houees on the land, and that he had committed no default in not building 
the bridge. He did not plead the Statute of Frauds. On behalf of the 
defendant it was contended that parol evidence could not be admitted to 
vary the terms of a written executory contract, and that, at any rate, the 
plaintiff could not in one action obtain rectification of the agreement and 
relief in the nature of specific performance of the agreement as rectified ; 
and it was urged that the doctrine of part ormance did not apply 
when the possession of the plaintiff was referable to, and consistent with, 
the written agreement. 

Norrn, J., held that parol evidence was admissible. He said that he 
did not feel the slightest difficulty in admitting evidence for the purpose 
of shewing that the word ‘“‘six” in the agreement ought to have been 
written ‘‘four,’’ nor, if he should hold that the agreement ought to be 
rectifiei, the case being one in which the Statute of Frauds was not 
pleaded, or could, by reason of the performance, be pleaded, in 
going on to give consequential relief on the footing of the agreement as 
rectified, on the principle pointed out in Fry on Specific Performance 
(2nd ed.), par. 799. Counss1, Cozens-Hardy, Q.O., and C. Easton Jolliffe ; 
Cookson, Q.C., and Bush, Q.O0. Soxricrrors, Hepburn, Son, § Cutelife; H. 8. 
Winnett. 


Re HETHERINGTON’S TRUSTS—North, J., 29th November. 


AppoINTMENT OF New Trusrezs—Drstinct Sets or Trustres—TRvustTee 
Act, 1850—Conveyancine Act, 1882, s. 5. 


This was a petition for the appointment of new trustees cf a will on the 
1etirement of the only surviving trustee. Part of the trust pro was 
given on trust for J. for life, with remainder to her daughter at twenty- 
one, with remainder as J. should appoint, with remainders over. Another 
part of the property was given on trust for J. for life, with remainder 
to her daughter at twenty-one ; with remainder in trust for E. and M. at 
twenty-one, with benefit of survivorship, with remainders over. Another 
part of the property was given on trust for E. and M. in equal shares, 
with benefit of survivorship in case of death under twenty-one, with 
remainders over. Another part of the property was given on trust for M. 
at twenty-one, with remainder on trust for E. at twenty-one, with 
remainder on the trusts declared of the first part of the property 
for J. and her daughter, with remainder over. The daughter of 
J. was under twenty-one; E. had attained twenty-one, but M. was 
under twenty-one. The petition asked for the appointment of A. and B. 
as trustees of the will as to those parts of the property in which J. 
and her daughter were primarily interested, and he the a tment of 
B. and ©. as trustees as to those parts of the property in w E. and M. 
were primarily interested. 

Nort, J., at first felt some doubt whether the trusts could be said to 
be ‘‘distinct,’’ inasmuch as in certain events the trusts of different parts 
of the property would become identical, but ultimately he made the 
emg asked for.—Oounset, Waggett; F. Bagshawe; G. Miller, 

Licttorns, Van Sandau ¢ Co. ; Mason ¢ Son. 

LEAMINGTON PRIORS GAS OO. vo. DAVIS.—Q. B. Div., 26th 

November. 


Gasworxs—Accounts—Sraciat AND Gunurat Acts. 


she question in this vase was as to whether the special Act under which 
the appellant company was formed had been repealed as to the yo 
tions as to keeping the annual statement of account by section 35 of the 
Gasworks Clauses Act of 1871. By section 3 of the special Act of 1865 
the company were bound to make up their accounts to a certain date and 
publish them in some newspaper, and also to transmit a copy to the clerk 
of the peace for the county of Warwick. Other and very different 
lations are provided by the Gasworks Clauses Act of 1847, under 
which undertakers of gasworks have to furnish to any applicant Ne of 
their annual statement of acoount on demand at their office. a 


was incorporated in the special Act, save in so far as it was inconsistent 
with it. section 1 of the Gasworks Clauses Act, 1871, that Act and 
the Gasworks Clauses Act of 1847, are to be construed and the 


together 
ovate wach of the pro- 
of 1871, as to furnishing 


provisions of the Act of 1871 are to repeal and 
ms of the earlier Act as are inconsistent 
It was contended that the provisions of the Act 


a 
statement of the accounts to applicants similar to those of the Act of 
1847, were binding u 
vieions had rendered 


nm the oo 


» and that a neglect of 
om liable 


these 
certain penalties. The justices 


na 
the sree | ale, Leamington, on information preferred by the respondent, 


convicted company. ee gg ie: 

Tus Oovnrr (Stzruen and L. Surru, JJ.) held that the provisions 
isi Sefiuihe provision halt bean yo special Act and 
1871. A te le e 
fact rendered the case eos the endo tt Baihg Gee 
Co. v. Warmington (29 W. R. 680), where there were no 
visions as to accounts contained in the Their 
reversed the decision and quashed the con —Counsst, Shiress 
Q.C. ; Dugdale, Q.C., Noble. Soxrcrrons, Henry Tyrrell for H. 
Passman, Leamington ; Gregory, Rowcliffes, ¢ Co. 
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REG. v. JUDGE OF THE CITY OF LONDON COURT.—Q. B. Div., 
26th November. 


This was an application for a prohibition to the judge 
Lendan Oowt, ak a question arose as to th; 


certificate 
for costs on the higher scale coy oe An action had been 
brought for ak wy sold and dai and before 


the judge alone and afterwards by the judge with a jury. 

ant obtained a verdict and j tt on both occasions, and the judge 
certified finally as follows :—‘ sehr 0 age Question of 
character.”’ e plaintiff applied for a to the Divisional 
Court, and the matter was tt back to the j below, the court 
desiring further information. Thereupon the j of the City of 
ee eee eS ee of his reasons to the effect that he 

or pu 


sy estion importance that a defendant 
enue aeekene of rwearig flely shoul not be puuaiel 


while he s on the its.” 
intended to certify under 45 & 46 Vict. c. 
London (City) Small Debts Extension Act, 1852.” 

Tue Courr (Srernen and A. L. 
was insufficient. Sreruen, J., said 


gs 


Bes 
ests 


action had spoken the truth. 
satisfy the court be 
statute. Whether such a certificate could be upset on affidavit the 
judge declined to say. A. L. Surrn, J., concurred.—Covunsat, 
Lynch. BSoxicrvor, Moojen. 


BRITISH MARINE ASSOCIATION +. MACINNES—®. B. Div., 
29th November. 
Sgrvicg our or THE JunispisTIon—Dersxpant Resipent tx Scoriaxp— 
Twzuncrion. 

This was an application for leave to serve a writ out of the jurisdiction. 
The posed action was one by underwriters against a policy-holder, 
claii a declaration thet the policy was. void om the ground fraud, 
onl uthing for an injunction to restrain the defendant 
The defendant resided in 
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FLEMING e. FLEMING AND LEMON—P. D. & A. D., 30th 
November. 


Divornce—Cvsropy or Cx or Ixraxrs Act, 


ULpREN—GvARDIANSRIP 
(49 & 50 View, ©, 27), 8. 5. 
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ing. The counsel for the husband relied upon the provisions of section 5 
of the Guardianship of Infants Act, 1886 (49 & 50 Vict. c. 27), which 
authorizes the court ‘‘on the application of the mother of any infant,’’ 
to “make such order as it may think fit rding the c y of such 
infant, and the right of access thereto of either parent, having to 
the welfare of the infant and to the conduct of the parties, and to the 
wishes as well of the mother as of the father.” Barnes v. Barnes and 
Beaumont (16 W. R. 283, 1 P. & D. 463) was referred to. 

Burt, J., said it was clear that the section relied upon had no bearing 
on the case, as it could not affect the discretion of the court in dealing 
with questions as to custody of children in pending divorce suits. He 
declined to make any order for the removal of the children from their 
aunt’s custody.—Counset, Witt; Man. Soxicrrors, Hanbury, Hutton, $ 
Whitting ; R. B. Barrett. 





BANKRUPTCY CASES. 
Ee parte TAYLOR, Re GOLDSMID—C. A. No. 1, 26th November. 


Basxuvprcy — Fravoviest Prererence—Morttve or Destor — Banx- 
ruptcy Act, 1883, s. 48. 


In this case a question arose on the construction of section 48 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, which provides that ‘‘ Every conveyance or transfer 
of property, or charge thereon made, every payment made .. . by 
any person unable to pay his debts as they become due from his own 
money in favour of any creditor . . . with a view of giving such 
creditor a preference over the other creditors, shall, if the person makin 
- « . the same is adjudged bankrupt on a bankruptcy petition pre- 
sented within three months after the date of making . . . the same, 
be deemed fraudulent and void as against the trustee in the bankruptcy.’’ 
In the present case the bankrupt was a stockbroker, and he had, in 
ber, 1884, been employed by the trustees of a marriage settlement, 
whom was T., his own solicitor, to sell some securities and re- 
the proceeds of sale in other specified securities. The bankrupt 
the sale and received the purchase-money, but the re- purchase 
not completed because, as the bankrupt represented, and as was 
ly the fact, the jobber with whom he had contracted was not able 
once to procure the required stock. On the 26th of March T. had 
interview with the bankrupt, in the course of which he admitted that 
isappropriated some securities which had been in his hands as 
trustees of a will, and that he had obtained money from his 


st 


bankers by means of transfers which he had forged. On learning this T. 
told the bankrupt that he could not trust his statement as to the reason 
for the non-completion of the re-investment of the purchase-money of 


the securities which he had sold for the trustees of the marriage settle- 
ment, and demanded immediate payment of the purchase-money, 
threatening that, if it was not paid, he would at once issue a summons 
the bankrupt before the Lord Mayor. The bankrupt thereupon 
cheque for £3,000. On the 28th of March the bankrupt com- 
bankruptcy by absconding from his place of business, 
of April he was adjudicated a bankrupt on a petition 
8th of a The trustee in the bankruptcy sought to 
yment of £3,000 as a fraudulent preference, and 
that it was made with notice to T. of a prior act of bank- 
raptcy, that act of bankruptcy being the execution by the bankrupt on the 
23rd of March of a mortgage to T. by way of security to him in respect of a 
breach of trust which the mae ae committed by misappropriatin 
i been ye i 
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possession as co-trustee with T. 

of this mortgage was said to be a fraudulent 
preference, and, therefore, an act of bankruptcy. Cave, J., refused to 

£3 


Sead (aed tae Mh .000 on either md, and the Court of 
Appeal Esher, M.R., and Lindley and Lopes, L.JJ.) affirmed the 


It was argued on behalf of the trustee that, under section 48, 
as interpreted by Ez parte Griffith (23 Ch. D. 69), the court has not now to 
the motives of a debtor who makes a payment which is 


to be a fraudulent preference, but that, if the debtor is insolvent 
the effect of the payment is to prefer the creditor, the payment is 
void as a fraudulent preference whatever the debtor’s actual motive may 


e effect of this 
strike out of section 45 the words, ‘‘ with a view of 
should 


Sipltudh de the acd bom paasted ke wees fan ae oe 
emp ct been adopted great judges e court must 
into sccount the fact that the debtor was threatened some- 
thing which he did not like, in order to see whether he paid the creditor 
to get rid of that or simply to him to the other creditors 
The court must take account his intention to repair the evil he had 
a 7S Be motive in his mind, the court 

hardly ety that he intended to prefer the creditor. He did it to 
satisfy bis own conscience. It was impotsible to lay down all the matters 
that should be taken inte account. Here the bankrupt, when he paid the 
£400) to T., wes in 2 porition of , when was imminert. 
Be was thiestencd with 2 criminal prosecution. ile "made the payment, 
net to prefer T., but to get rid of that exposure and danger with w he 
was threatened. The payment, therefore, was not 4 fraudulent prefer- 
ence. he to the deed of the 21d of March the bankrupt, 4s trustee, had 
been ee a ee ee eee The relation 
between T. wae not that of debtor and creditor, but that of 
Gchauiting trustee and honest co-trustee. Therefore the case, as to this 
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Stubbins (17 Ch. D. 58), shewed that, if a debtor voluntarily made good 
trust money which he had misapplied, the payment could not be set aside 
as a fraudulent preference. pss, L.J., concurred.—Counsst, Horton 
Smith, Q.C., and Whinney ; Cooper Willis, Q.C., and Yate Lee. Soxtcrrons, 
Gregory, Rowcliffes, § Co. ; 8. F. Taylor. 


Ex parteOARR, Re CARR—C. A. Nol, 26th November. 


Banxrvuptcy—Recetvinc Orper—Rezscission—Discretion or RecisTRan—= 
Sray or Procegpincs—Banxrurtcy Act, 1883, ss. 104, 109. 


This was an a from two orders made by Mr. Registrar Giffard—the 
one refusing to discharge a receiving order which had been made against 
©., and the other refusing an application for a stay of all proceedin 
under the order. The first application was made under section 104 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883 ; the second was made under section 109. Section 
104 provides that ‘“‘every court having jurisdiction in bankruptcy under 
this Act may review, ,» ory any order made by it in its bank- 
ruptey jurisdiction’’ ; and by section 109, ‘‘ The Court may at any time, 
for sufficient reason, make an order staying ee under a 
bankruptcy petition, either altogether or for a limited time, on such terms 
and subject tu such conditions as the court may think just.’”” The debtor had 
been en in building operations. A receiving order was made nst 
him on the 2nd of November. There had been 167 em tions 
against him, but 152 of them had been dismissed before the 2nd of 
November, and three othets had been adjourned sine die. Ten were 
appointed to come on for hearing on the 2nd of November, and two to 
come on on the 12th and 19th of November vely. The debts 


& | amounted in all to about £150,000. On the 2nd of November eight out 


of the ten petitioning creditors were content to have their petitions dis- 
missed if all the ten were dismissed, while the other two wished for tine, 
The registrar made a receiving order, refusing to t an adjournment 
which was asked for. An appeal from this order was dismissed on the 
12th of November. mae pe to this the debts of the ten petitioning 
creditors were satisfied, and on the 15th of November an application was 
made to the registrar to rescind the receiving order, when all the petitioning 
creditors, except the three whose petitions had been adjourned sine die, 
consented, creditors to the amount of £100,000 consenting to the spp a» 
tion. The other creditors had not then had any notice of the application 

On the 22nd of November the registrar refused to rescind the receiving 
order, on the ground that the consent of all the creditors ought to have 
been obtained, and he also refused a subsequent application by the debtor 
for a stay of all proceedings under the receiving order for two months, in 
order that the consent of the other creditors might be obtained. The con- 
sent of creditors to the amount of £136,700 had by this time been 
obtained. Before the hearing of the present ap the consent of 
creditors to the amount of £143,000 out of £150,000 had been obtained to 
the rescission of the receiving order. There only remained creditors to the 
amount of £7,000, the number of whom exceeded thirty. The debtor's 
assets consisted almost entirely of houses, which were mortgaged, the 


mort s being in most cases in possession. 
TH Court (Lord Esuer, M.R., and Lispiey and Lopzs, L.JJ.) held 


that the registrar was right in refusing to rescind the receiving order, but 
they granted a stay of pr gs under the order. Lord Esuzn, 
M.H., said that it was not all that the receiving order was wrongly 


made. The registrar, when asked to rescind the order, was exercising @ 
judicial discretion in the matter, and the court ought not to interfere 
unless it was clear that that discretion had been wrongly exercised, 
gh yong did not intend to say that unless all the creditors consented 
he id not, as a matter of law, in any case rescind the order, but he rT 
refused, under the circumstances of the t case, to rescind it. 
lordship was of opinion that it was not essential, as an absolute rule 
applicable to every case, that the consent of every creditor must be 
0 ed before a receiving order could be rescinded, but in the circum- 
stances of the present case he thought the registrar was right. It was 
startling to find creditors to the amount of £143,000 consenting, with 
nothing to rely upon except the promise of the debtor. It was the duty 
of the court not to accede to every rash wish of creditors. Oreditors to 
the extent of £7,000 had not consented, and had had no notice of the 
gen = and the registrar was right in refusing to rescind predieswen 
er without any notice to them. The effect of staying all the p - 
ings under the receiving order would be to give the debtor absolute 
control over et pany when he might moftgage it further. It would, 
however, be hard on the debtor if he had not the opportunity of obtaining 


| the consent of the other creditors, and applying to the registrar 


The court would pursue a middle course, and would stay all advertise- 
ments in the Gazette for two months, the result of which would be to ste 
the first meeting of the creditors. In this way the official receiver 
= ae to oe was She She Valaee oe he weaeeete 
ect t operty, and all unnecessary wou a 
INDLEY, Ld, taid that it would not be right in is case to rescind the 


| receiving order, which was made for the benefit of all the creditors, with- 
| ont giving notice to the creditors fot the £7,000. If the court stayed 


talyze the action of the official receiver, and 


| ao pote it would 
t course was to stay all advertisements fot two months, with liberty to 


any party to ly to the registrar. Lorzs, L.J., concurred.—Oovnstt, 
Sir Seward Clarke, 8.G., and F, Cooper Willis; Atherley Jones. Soxrscitons, 
Goldring, Mitchell, & Phillips ; Hurford ¢ Taylor. 





the 25th inst. Mr. Justice Kekewich announced that none of the 

his new list would be taken before , the 6th oe 
uld not necessatily be taken then, but they would hot be 
beta e that date. 
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LEGAL NEWS, 
APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Justice Sreruen has been elected Treasutet of the Inner Temple 
for the ensuing year 

Mr. Luror Caéano, LL. D., has been appointed one of Her Majesty’s 
J es od the Island of Malta. 

Mr. tice Stiatine and Mr. Justice Kexswrct have received the 
honour o> Knighthood, 

Mr. Antuvr Gairrira Porgr Lewis, barrister, has been ah a 
Magistrate for the town and county of the town of Haverfordwest. 
Lewis is the only son of the Right Rev. Richard Lewis, D.D., 
Liandaff, and was born in 1848. He was educated at Eton 
University Oollege, Oxford. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn 
in Michaelmas Term, 1873, and he practises on the South Wales and 
Chester Circuit, and at the Glamor, My mbrokeshire, and Carmar- 
thenshire Sessions. Mr. Lewis is fogistrar sf the diocese of Llandaff, and 
official of the Archdeaconty of St. David’s. 

Mr. Tuomas Henry Bexcien, solicitor, of Oardiff and Penarth, has been 
_—_ a Commissioner to administer Oaths -in the Supreme Court of 
Judicature. 

Mr. Marraew Ricutox Wiss, solicitor (of the fitm of Webb & Sons), 
of Barbican-chambers, Barbican, has been ted a Commissionet 
administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 

Mr. Jarueru Tick12, solicitor, of 4, Grocers’ Hall-coutt, has beén elected 
® Common Oowhcilman for the Ward of Cheap. 

Mr. Groner EnGiann, solicitor, of Goole and Howden, has been ap- 
pointed Olerk to the Goole School Board. Mr. England was admitted a 
solicitor in 1866. 

Mr. Henry Anprews, solicitor (of the firm of Tindall & Andrews), 18, 
Essex-street, Sttand, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer 
Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 





PARTNERSHIP DISSOLVED. 


CuAntks Epmounp Baker, Francis Josepx Wenster, and Arrnur Henry 
Barroocx (Baker, Webster, & Battcock), 22, Great Geotge-street, West- 
minster, Solicitors and Parliamentary Agents. Nov. 1 

Hist Nov. 26.] 
GENERAL. 


Mr. Henry Matthews, M.P., entertained. at dinnet on Wednesday 

in the Inner —_ a by the “wombers of ie ‘TOME. on. his 
ntment as Home Secretary. Mr. Stavele red 

a was supported, among others, by Mr. Baron H uddleston, 

Henry James, M.P. 

The following ate the circuits chosen by the judges for the ensuing 
winter assizes, which are expected to commence about the 11th of — 
next—viz., South-Eastern Circuit, Grove, J.; Home Oitcuit, Denman, J 
Western Circuit, Denman and Mathew, aJ.; Midland Circuit, a, J. J. and 
Huddleston, B.; Oxford Circuit, Manisty and Grantham, JJ. ; 

Circuit, Hawkins and A. L. Smith, JJ.; North Wales Circuit, Stephen, 
J: ; South Wales Circuit, Wills, J. ; North- Hastern Circult; Cave and Day, 
J 


J. 

The following appointments have been made by the 1 pa of Legal 
Education, for the year —_ 10th of January, 1888 :—Jurispru- 
dence, including a * nie Public and de arma Ran ae Law— 
and Constitutional Law and Legal History—Joint ee oe 
Harrison, Esq., James Bryce, Esq. ; Joint Examiners, W. A. Hunter, 
Esq., J. E. GO. Munro, ~ Bqelty —Pactenee, | H. A. Giffard, 
Q.0. ; Examiner, Wm. Spee d, Bea. @ of Real and Personal | Ts 
Propert —Professor, Thor. 0 +4 Pad TEeaininee QO. Elton, 
Esq., Q.0. The Common Law—Professor, Fredetick pollock, Esq. ; 
Examiner, R. G. Arbuthnot, Esq. 

It is stated that ap lication is intended to bé made in the ensuing 
session of Parliament for an Act to authorize the of Works 
to acquite, by compulsory purchase or otherwise, certain lands and 
buildings in the parish of St. Clement Danes, and to construct on the site 
buildings to be used as offices in connection with the Bankruptcy Court, 
or such peal we (my as may be eryoy A for the public soricn, and as 
may be pre the Treasury or b; intended Act. The pro 
to be acquired is described as lying "s the south of King’s ane be 
Seer and bounded respectively on the north- ae te Ca, 


south-east in part by Mp to jg: es B; ded Rey Feat 


a 


oa] forming of the site acq 

in part by Olement’s-inn chal on = tn al 

Olement’s-inn gatdens and chasabens, ge Hy 

south-side of Clement’s-inn ; oO e north-west in 

—— east wall of the vestry-hall of th ar of St. Clement Danes, 
Cohen by property belonging to and occupied by the buildings of yg 

e Hospital ; and on the north by pro to 
hospital ont siailarly — 





Applications are invited for an issue of 30,000 preference and 30,000 
ordinary shares of £5 each of the Thames, Medway, and Orwell Steam 
zovigenen Oo. (Limited). The com is formed to 

eet of passen “ Bs woy My 
e River 


a © em traffic on Thames. 
° cumulative preferential 
payable out of the | profits of the company. 





ba Ser | pane 


COURT PAPERS: 
SUPREME COURT OF 





ty, Suaicn 
ion. gal 4 Mr. ‘here Mr. Kose Mr. o. Mr. ——— 
Wednesday 8 Koo Sarrington 
Eiaag ing owe, fae acing 











WINDING: UP NOTICES. 
London Farmar, Nov. 26. 
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Bravmont, Joux AvGusTvs, Stratton st, Piccadilly, Esq. Jan 15. Burton & Co, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 
BENETT, . Devonport. Dec. 18. Trefusis Smith & Benett, Devonport 


Benson, Patrick, Luton, Bedford, Retired Surgeon. Dec 13. Cooke, Luton 


Brirxsy, ExizaretTu, Roberts t Do st, 8 Dec 81. Guilla & 
aR ary me 2 pl, G ver jurrey. Dec ume 
Brexsy, Rozert, New ngton, Gent. Dec 31. Guillaume & Sons, Salisbury sq 


Bisnop, CHARLES, Oxford, Esq. Dec 25. Prior & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Broprz, W11114M, Maidstone, Newspaper Proprietor. Dec 20. Burch, Exeter 
BUTTERWORTH, Saran, Bury, Lancaster. Dec 21. Henry Todd, Manchester 
Goum, een, Surbiton bill, Surrey, Q.C. Jan 31. Pollock & Co, Lincoln’s inn 


Davison, CHRISTOPHER, Newcastle upon Tyne, Gent. Dec 31. Mather & Co, 


ewcastle upon Tyne 
Fowtzr, Marky, Scarborough. Jan4. Allisons and Allisous, Louth 
Hamcetr, wrueaam, Plymouth, Retired Beerhouse Keeper. Nov 30. Earl, | 


HANKINSON, Epwazp MirTrorD, Craven hotel, Craven st. Dec 9. Hallett & 


le, Craven st 
HaARvey, ANNIE » Greenwich. Dec10. Lockyer, High st, Deptford 
HOockiy, Atice, Goldsmith rd, Acton. Dec 31. Tilleard, Lombard st 


Ex1izaBETH CHRISTIANA, Devonshire st, Islington. Dec 20. Boulton & 


Northampton sq 
JorDaN, WiLL1aM, Nettleton, Lincoln, Farmer. Dec1. Cousans, Caistor 


Kz, Ropeet Preston, Liverpool, Seedsman. Dec 20. Masters & Rogers, Liver- 
Morse, the Rn Francis, 8t Mary’s Vicarage, Nottingham. Dec 15. Morse, 
Pam, Beat Axx, Larkhall lane, Clapham. Dec 1. Henry Albert Brett, 29, 


Prat, REBECCA, Canterbury. Dec 24. Furley, Canterbury 
RamspEN, Berry, Hebers, nr Middleton, Lancaster. Dec 21. Henry Todd, 


Ricuarpsoy, CHAPLEs, Landport, Portsmouth, Tea Merchant. Dec 10. Bolitho, 


RODEWALD, Frepzricx, Feldheim, Wimbledon common, Esq. Dec 31. Clarke 
& Co, Gresham house, Old Broad st 
Roorn. Benjamin, Chesterfield, Derby, Farmer. Dec 22. Gratton & Marsden, 


Sauer saeines Many Ayn, Oxted, Surrey. Dec 20, Terrell & Atkinson, 
Wiss, James Fowxzs aaeee, —— 9 Castle, Cork, Esq. Dec20, Clarke & 
Co, Gresham h 2 tel 


ouse, Old —_ n 
<ttnTOMDA, ov. 16. 
ae Sone UBSDALE, Rutland 2 st, Stepney. Nov 27. Jennings & Son, Leaden- 
Buiakeg, Gzorcs, Bath, Plumber. Dec 2i. Rooke, Bath 
Cumrery, Jonx, Wootton, Hants, Esq. Dec 30. Underwood & Piper, Holles st, 


CiaRxe, Tomas, Eden Mount, Stanwix, Cumberland, Esq. Dec 28. Wannop, 


CotizTr, Mirprep, Horsham, Sussex, Baker. Dec8. Medwin & Co, Horsham 
om—-< Cuanizs, Dagenham, Essex, Farmer. Dec13. Hunt & Co, St Swithin’s 


nee ye en Liverpool, Chartered Accountant. Nov 30. 


erTpoo! 
Parrak, Maxy, Halifax. Decii. Ingram & Huntriss, Halifax 
Praxci, Axx. Hartfield rd, South Wimbledon, Baker. Dec23. Letts Brothers, 


s 
Hatzzr, Joux Forp, Morton st, Pimlico, Licensed Victualler. Dec 31. Farn- 
field, Lower Thames st 
Hasier, Encar Wixxrss, Fitzroy st, Fitzroy eq, Artist. Dec 25. Davies, Sher- | 


Haxgison, Asx, Woodhouse, Leeds. Dec3i. Middleton & Sons, Leeds 
Hic, Axx, Shadwell, near Leeds, Ironmonger. Dec 31. Middleton & Sons, 
Hoxnoczs, Stmox, Pendlebury, Lancaster, Colliery Manager. Dec 4. Bowden 


& Walker, 
Huneox, Jonx, Bowling, Bradford, Innkeeper. Dec 15. Freeman, Bradford 


Kuausery, Mary Axx, William st, Lowndes sq. Jan 3i. Thrupp, New Bond st 


Kusworrny, Axwiz, Great Malvern. Jan 1. Wadeson & Malleson, Austin 
Buavess, Steciexvuxn, Rasinghall st, Merchant. Jani. Harris, Coleman st 


Jauvis, Gzoncr, Reading, Licensed Victualler. Dec 10. Beale & Martin, 
Joumson, Joux, Fenchurch st, Merchant. Dec13. Van Sandau & Co, King st, 


Maneowicx, Maxy, Weston super Mare. Dec 30. Danger & Cartwright, Bristol 


Maxzax. Rover, > feges zt, South Maduey, Gent. Dec 12. Burney, 

Monae, Casnims Jom, Larkhall lane, Clapham, Licensed Victualler. Dec %. 
Pownall & Co, Staple inn. Holborn 

Seamg, BASt, Newington, Kingsten upon Hull. Dec 18. Walker & Harland, 


Srocedatz, Ricuszy, Heaton, near Bolton, Gent. Jan 3. Brown & Biashfield, 


Wi Wolington, Salop, Gocerr. Feb 12. Knowles & Littlewood, 
eee Dec 2. Rooke, Bath 


Warrs, Tuomas, Thundriidge, Herts, ¥ Dec 18. Hunt, Ware 
London Gesdtt —Wapat . 
Amxonn, Lady Buzsrern, Brighton. Dee a. Fitchugh ms & Co, Brighton 


Apams, Cavwaltsper Coxzn, Ansty, Warwick, Clerk. Dec ». Prior & Co, 


‘9 inn fields 
Avpruas, , Leeds, Merchant. Jan ®. Addyman & Kaye, Leeds 


PS Eeber, Gurrey. Dec 1%. Varrar & Farrar, Wardrobe pil, 
Ancurs, Caturxine, Woclton, nr Liverpool. Dec3i. Bateson & Co, Liverpool 
Agumonn, Maxi Matty, Cheltenham. Dec 16. Moore, Warwick 
Bump, Evwszn Bavt, Theric4, Hertfor’, Varmer. Jan 1, Bird, Romford 
ae Dec %. Carter 
Baows, Jsmurs, Croydon, Surrey, Farmer. Dec %. Carter Morrison, Reigate 

Racmazp, Hastbourne, Sussex, Yeoman. Dec 2%. Oarter Morrison, 





Wrymucnthem, Norickk, Varmer. Jani. Whites & Pomeroy, 





CHALK, JoHN CHARLES, Brighton, Solicitor. Dec 25. Carter Morrison, Reigate 
CieGG, THomas, Hook, York, Gent, Jani. Olark, Snaith 

OomaEar, ete ~ samen, Surrey, Veterinary Surgeon. Dec 25. Carter 
CRaDDOcK, JosxPH “Bourton on the Water, Gloucestershire, Gent. Feb 1. 


Ward & Co, 
DavuLbBy, ALICE, Otley, York. Deci. Fawcett & Sinclair, Otley 


DOWDALL, CATHERINE, Brecknock rd, Camden rd. Dec 20. Herbert, Cork st, 
Burlington gdns 
Dunpas, DurREA naa st, Retired Major General. Dec 20, 


AMES M. 
Turner, Sackville st, Piccadill 
Guempee. gas , Queen Vi ctoria st, Solicitor. Dec 21. Hughes & Oo, New 
GouULDEN, THomas, Butley, Chester, Farmer. Dec 24. Fred May, Macclesfield 
Hames, Rosert, Tunbridge Wells, Retired Shopkeeper. Dec 25. Oarter 


0 
Hewett, Wiiuiam, Sundridge, Kent, Farmer. Dec 25. Oarter Morrison, 


] incram, ILLIAM, Keston, Kent. Jan 31. Crowther, Chancery lane 

JaMEs, CATHERINE, Runcorn, Chester, Confectioner. Dec 4. Hitchen, Runcorn 
LiTTLER, JosEPH, Widnes, Lancaster, Draper. Dec 31. Moss & Sharpe, Chester 
Mrrcuead, Spotane, Thornton, Craven, York, Gentleman’s Servant. Dec 12, 


REECE, JOHN, Trafford, Chester, Esq. Dec 31. Parry & Co, Chester 
SAUTER, GEORGE, Augusta st, Poplar. Dec15. Kennett, Leytonstone 
Suarp, Ann, Kingston upon Hull. Jani. Babington, Hull 


| a Bo myy Eastbourne, Wholesale Furrier. Dec 31. Barker 
ooth, Gray’s 
STACEY, WILLIAM, ‘i a Surrey, Miller. Dec25. Carter Morrison, Reigate 


STANBRIDGE, HANNAH, Reigate, Surrey. Dec 25. Carter Morrison, Reigate 
THICKETT, BENJAMIN, Heeley, Table Blade Forger. Deci8. Taylor, Sheffield 
Twort, Ricnarp TyiERr, Horsmonden, Kent, Yeoman. Nov 30. Hinds & Son, 


Goudhurst 
WAINWRIGHT, P a Rotherham, York, Publican. Dec 29. Oxley & 
Coward, Rotherham 


WALTON, ORIEL ‘ae Twickenham, Captain Yeomanry Cavalry. Jan 1, 
Girdlestone, poy ct eee Piccadilly 
London Gaszette.—TUESDAY, Nov. 23, 1886. 
BALl, Jone, Middlesex st, Aldgate. Dec 23. Smith & Son, Furnival’s inn, 
BoorHroyp, BENJAMIN, Hanley, Stafford, Surgeon. Dec 30. Challinors, 


ey 
BraGGE, WILLIAM, Handsworth, Stafford. Dec 31. Jeffery Parr, Birmingham 
CaMPBELL ne | Buscot park, Berks. Jan 18, Clarke & Co, Gresham house, 


DAWSON, WirtiaM, Hanley, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Jan 22. Bishop, 
GAMGEE, JcsurH Samson, Birmingham, Surgeon. Jan 7. Mathews & Co, Bir- 
Giraud, RicHARD HERVE, Furnival’s inn, Gent. Jani. Lovell & Co, Gray’s inn 
Goop KATHARINE, Bardley ¢ crescent, South Kensington. Dec 31. Young & Co, 


St Mildred’s ct. P 
CHARLES, ham st, Pimlico, out of business. Dec 31. Laundy & Co, 
Cecil st, Strand 
Harsant, THomas Epwarp, Stamford st, Blackfriars, Tobacconist. Dec 31, 
Greening, Fenchurch st 
Bus, Sal. Hatcham, Kent, Esq. Dec 7. Wild & Co, Ironmonger lane, 


Hoorms, Mary, Mauldeth hall, Lancaster. Dec 31. Houseman, Prince’s st 
JACKSON, yam, Catterall house, nr Garstang, Lancaster, Cattle Dealer. Dec 20, 


Clar' m 
Krgryan, Louisa Mary, Huddersfield. Jani. Fox, Plymouth 
Kirtsvurn, RICHARD, Leeds, Ironfounder. Dec 31. Craven, Leeds 
Kire, James, Camberwell New rd, Engineer. Dec 31. Wild & Co, Ironmonger 
ILLIAM ANTHONY, Cheetham hill, Manchester, Poulterer. Dec 20, 


RT, W: 
Frank Jand Alderson, Manchester 
Layo, ROBERT, Bielby, York, Joiner. Jan6. Robson, Pocklington 


Ley, Franx Coats, Bristol, Gent. Jani. Gwynn & Gwynn, Bristol 


Mvzi0, JaMEs, Queen Victoria st, Chartered Accountant, Dec 18. Monckton & 
, Lincoln’s ion fields 
SHAW, GEORGE, Leeds, Butcher. Dec7. Shaw & Wade, Leeds 


Toman, i Weaver, nr Middlewich, Ohester, Farmer. Dec 13, 
we 
VARVILL, MicHakz1, the elder, York, Lead Merchant. Jan8. Wilkinson, York 


Goan, 2 en st, Strand, [Doctor of Medicine. Jan 18. 








WILLIAMS, ‘ARD. Miadlesbro h, York, Ironmaster. Feb 17. Belk & 
© Middiesbroug! i 
Fez, Two Guiweas, for a sanitary inspection and report on a London dw 


house. ve t. =petens E Vv 
bones Country = by omen tary Engineering ey BA en 
Ph bw — Fong Noman & pong. SrerEy No Deposit ; 142, or 8 yarn cri 
GoW as Liversott, RO. Geode ddivecdhe—awne 





BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London G .—FRIDAY, Nov. 26, 1886. 


Baaxgpe, ALFRED, Fleet st, Advertising, f—. High Court. Pet Nov 22, Ord 
Bscouz?,, spaces, Coverdale rd, Uxbridge rd, Gent, High Court. Pet Oct 22, 
Barges, sinha, Westwick, Yorks, Farmer. Northallerton. Pet Nov 23. Ord 
Braviey, Guonax, Salford, Lancashire, Auctioneer. Salford. Pet Nov 22. Ord 


ov 22 
Brawn, Jamxs, St Chad, Lichfield, Farmer. Walsall. Pet Nov 23. Ord Nov %& 
Baowy, Wessel, Nottingham, Fruiterer. Nottingham. Pet Nov 23, Ord 


’ AnD, Landport, Hampshire, Bootecller. Portsmouth, Pet 
Nov 17, Nov 17 
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Cumcensox, Henry, Ilkeston, Derby, Painter. Derby. Pet Nov 23. Ord 
COLEMAN, go Udimore, Sussex, Farmer. Hastings. Pet Nov %. Ord 


Nov %4 
Coon, HEERt, Cnrtehrocte, | Isle of Wight, Brickmaker. Newport and Ryde. 
e ov ov 22 
COOPER, Var. Gamen y, Huntingdonshire, Baker. Peterborough. Pet Nov 
22. ov 
2Y, HENRY, Allington. nr Chippenham, Agricultural Machine Proprietor. 
owns th. Pet Nov 22. Ord Nov 2 , 
chon, one gourn, Pensaece, Sornwall, Boot Maker. Truro. Pet Nov 18. 
ov 
DaWsON, HERBERT. ——y~ Nottinghamshire, Saddler. Nottingham. Pet 


Nov 2%. Ord Nov 
Denar, ee oe Southwark st, Hardware Merchant. High Oourt. Pet 
ov i ov 2 
Dyer, WILLIAM JAMES, ‘Mews Pa of Wight, Coach Maker. Newport and 
Ryde. Pet Nov 22. Ord Nov 
Eavy, GreorGE, Liverpool, Boot Dealer. Liverpool. Pet Nov 24. Ord Nov 24 
EVANS, o Fem, Treorky, Glamorganshire, Grocer. Pontypridd. Pet Nov 22. 


lb E., Redcross st, Goods Importer. High Court. Pet Nov 8. Ord Nov 2 

GELLENDER, JAMES Wussax, Newcastle on Tyne, Florist. Newcastle on Tyne- 
Pet Nov 23. Ord Nov 2 

Geany, Om Saswane, & Co., A Merchants. Liverpool. Pet Nov 11. Ord 


‘@nzcorr, Tomy, New Basford, Nottingham, Traveller. Nottingham. Pet Nov 
20. 


Nov 20 
GRIFFITHS, Exiza, Liverpool, Fruit Dealer. Liverpool. PetNov19. Ord Nov23 


Hoven, en Bet, Much Marcle, Hereford, Blacksmith. Worcester’ 

e Ov 24 

HoiteHnovuse, Tom, and Wesson Hotenovuse, Chesterfield, Bootmakers. 
Chesterfield. Pet Nov 23. Ord Nov 23 

Horxrns, Henry, and Levr Harpy, Bournemouth, Builders. Poole. Pet 
Nov 22. Ord Nov 22 

Bose, Ons ae Handsworth, Stafford, Jeweller. Birmingham. Pet 

ov . r 

JACOBOWICZ, FaBIAN, Milner sq, eer Diamond Merchant. High Court. 
Pet Oct 22. Ord Nov 24 

KersHaw, WRIGHT, Kingston upon Mineral Water Manufacturer. 
Kingston upon "Hull. Pet Nov 23. Bat aoe 

Law, Henry, Queen Anne’s gate, W., Civil Engineer. High Court. Pet 
Nov 23. Ord Nov 23 

LITTLEWOOD, GEORGE FREDERICK, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler. Sheffield. 


Pet Nov 22. Ord Nov 22 
MAREEIDCS, hy ll Beunr, Gt Yarmouth, Tailor. Gt Yarmouth. Pet 
ov 23. 
Pax, pee, Rotherfield, Sussex, Grocer. Tonbridge Wells. Pet Nov 23. 
Pearson, RoBerT, Walton. Yorks, Joiner. York. Pet Nov 22. Ord Nov 22 
Paar Seuvm, Arnold, Nottingham, Hosier. Nottingham. Pet Nov 23. 


PereRs, WILLIAM HENRY, Cheddar, Somerset, Coal Merchant. Wells. Pet 
Nov 24. Ord Nov 24 

RovusE, JoHN Morris, and Epwarp CLARKE, Stamford, Lincolnshire, Builders. 
Peterborough. Pet Nov 23. Ord Nov 24 

marr, ty yt ewcastle on Tyne, Painter. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet Nov 22. 


earn, Nasty Lo mar Overbury, Alton, Hants, Major. Winchester. Pet 

ov 24 ov 

STEVENS, JESSE, Smarden, Kent, Farmer. Canterbury. Pet Nov 23. Ord Nov 24 

Srocks, ALFRED, and RoBERT HICKINGBOTHAM, Nottingham, Joiners. Notting- 
ham. Pet Nov22. Ord Nov 22 

Srone, WILLIAM, Birmingham, Grocer. Birmingham. Pet Nov 24. Ord Nov 24 

TANTON, JOHN, address unknown, Farmer. Scarborough. Pet Nov 1. Ord Nov2é 

TAYLOR, GEORGE HENRY, and ALLEN TaYLor, Nottingham, Spinners. Notting- 
ham, Pet Nov 22. Ord Nov 22 = ¥ 

TAYLOR, JOHN RICHARD, V. anbragh pork rd West, Blackheath, Manager. Green- 

wich. Pet Oct 26. Ord Nov 2 
THORNE, WILLIaM, Bournemouth, Deieaneds Poole. Pet Nov8. Ord Nov 22 


person, 0. H., Lewisham rd, Glass Dealer. Greenwich. Pet Nov 5. Ord 
ov 
Walxzn, by SOR, Taddington, Derbyshire, Farmer. Derby. Pet Nov 23. Ord 


The following amended noticei s substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Nov. 19. 
AKERMAN, THOMAS ARMILL, Birmingham, Baker. Birmiagham. Pet Nov 17, 


Ord Nov 17 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
AINSLEY, ANDREW, Leeds, Builder. Dec 3at12, Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
AsEamay, Tuomas ARMILL, Birmingham, Baker. Dec 10 at 11. Luke Jesson 
, Off Rec, Birmingham 
Anus, Atiog 108, B Bristol, Portmanteau Manufacturer. Dec 4 at 12. Off Rec, Bank 
c 


— Henny, Heckmondwike, Yorks, Wool Dealer. Dec3 at 4. Off Reo, 
k chbrs, Ba ey 
Buoor, A Auee R GREVILLE, Pall Mall, Gent. Dec3at12. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s 


Baxre: ~y CHARLES ALBERT, Stourbridge, Worcestershire, Corn Merchant. Deo 
6ati2. Off Rec, Liverpool 


pny, Coonan EDWARD, Bradford, Tailor, Dec 3 at il. Off Reo, 31, Manor row, 

radgiror 

SOwiEs, WIaIAN, Great Malvern, Fruiterer. Dec 8 at 11. County Court, 
ylesbu 


ry 

BRADLEY, GEORGE, Salford, Lancs, Auctioneer. Dec 6 at 3. Off Reo, Ogden’s 
chb: 8, Bridge st, Manchester 

BuppEN, GzorGE Epwarp, Landport, Hants, Bootseller. Dec 6 at3. Off Reo, 
166, Queen st, Pertsea 

CLEMERSON, Henry, Tikeston, Derbyshire, Painter. Deo 6 at 12. Off Reo, St 
James’s chbra, Derby 

Coox, Hzwry, ¢ivington. fu or Carisbrooke, Brick Maker. Deo 6at12. Off Reo, 


ewport, Isle of W 
Oowizy, Henry, Rininate - nr Ohi ~— wi Agrioultural Machine 
Proprietor. Dec 6 nt 11.45 45 Pie: a oore, ‘County Oourt: York York st, Bos 
Son, JAMES, Northallerton, tom Mason. Deo 3 at 11.90, Railway Hotel, 


Northa'ie: ton 
Donan, Davi, Victoria ter, Victoria rd, Surbiton, Baker. Dec Satii, 98 and 
29, St Switbin’s lane 
Dyzr, WILLIAM JAMKa, Newport, Isle of Wight, Coach Maker. Deocéat2. Off 
Reo Newport, Isle of Wight 
ment, Guonen, Liverpool, Boot Dealer, Deo 7 at 2% Off Reo, 35, Victoria st, 
verpool 
Baea.x, Joun James, Thirek, York, Physican, Deo 8 at 1. 
Hotel, Thirsk Junction, Thirek 0 Seeeals Pages 
Epwanvs, Wit1aM, Kid 
Solicitor, tor, Kidderminste 


ux, Suoney Penryn, Cornwall, Sailmaker. Deo 4 at 2.30, 
ros, Ss ‘otel, 
GAMLEN, anty Court, Gueltwoham ne ns ays enac, Dec 4 at 3.00. 
Court, 
Gascony, Ropert, and ALEXANDER Mac 
Enamelied Paper. ry AR Lian 
Guage, 2s See. care ae 


ae, ere 
GREEN, STEWART, & gust On Tne nants, Dec 8 at 8. Off Rec, 35, Victoria 


tc. 
Gana Tee Aaatenh, Cictitncteaan, ation Deo 4 at 11. Off Reo, 1, High 
Gaiwirrns, JOHN, i, Cardigan, Farmer. Dee 3 ati12. Black Lion Hotel, 
anne 2 may 74x, Jun, ‘est Hartlepool, Merchant. Dec 3 at 1.30. Off Reo, 
Hoposs, WiLtiaM » Much Marcle, Hereford, Blacksmith. Dec 8 at 11. 
Off Rec, Worcester 
Hover, Hawes. ang Lave Maser, Bommementy Baltes. Dec 6 at 1. 
terion Hotel, Bournemouth 
JONES, Mary tg ~~~ Dec 4atii. Off Reo, 3, Crockherbtown, 
U; Is Stable Dec8 at 12%. Bank- 
>, pow ot, Islington. Taowry Keeper. 
Kuwset, Epwanb, Oar, Grover Dec 4 at 12. Off Reo, 3, Crockherbtown, 
n Hewry, Watchmaker. Dec 7 at 3. 
Komi (hen Porcugaiot, ingaies ian aes 
MARSDEN Leeds, Shoemaker. Dec 4 at 11. Off Rec, 22, Park row, 
Mouray, Wazean, Nottingham, Setaae. Dec 3 at 11. Off Reo, 1, High pavement, 
Wortes, Eisonond, Victualler. Dec 6 at 2.30. Spencer & Reeve, 
taping 
Casnare Pama ta orks, out of business. Dec 3 at 8. Off Reo, Bank 
%: > ye ANIEL, Stutton, Suffolk, Farmer. Dec 3ati2. Off Rec, 2, Westgate 
wit 
hes Lincoln, Miller. Dec7 at 11.90. Off Rec, 2, St Benedict 
Punt Rite, witen, Eee , Yorks, Joiner. Dec4ati2. Off Reo, 
, THOMAS, Bicester, Boot Manufacturer. Dec 4 at 11.30. Off 
1, Bt Aldates. Oxi Cm aac are 
, WILLIAM, Cardiff, Glass Dealer. Dec 4at 11.30. Off Reo, 3, Orockherb- 
town 
Snanr, Tomas, Newcastle on Tyne, Painter. Decéatii. Off Reo, Pink lane, 
on 
SPRINGATE, at. uo, Cosemm, Corn Dealer. Dec? atit. Bankruptey 
's 
T. G Y, and ALLEN T. N Dec 6 
ATL, spoRee i = 2 ottingham, Spinners. at 
TEMPLE, JOHN, ith, Devon, Shipowner. Dec 4 at 1. London Hotel, 
Teignmon' 
THORNE, W1LL1AM, Bournemouth, Ironmonger. Dec 6 at 3. Criterion Hotel, 
Boursemouth 


WiLtiaM Mace, Romony rd, West Norwood, Horticultural Potter. Deo 
ost. Lon st, Lincoln’s ian 
was om, re, Farmer. Dec 4 at 2. Kutland Arms 


Waser, Siatson, Armley, Leeds, Commission Agent. Dec 6 at 11. Off Reo, 


22, 
WILL) Evan, Owen WILLIAMS, and Rosert Grirrira Humpneers, Kirk- 
tale ar Liverpoal, Baldane. Dec 7 at 3. Off Reo, 3, st, Liver- 


pool 
Wane Savas, Deena, Pe Dee 3 at 12.45. Off Reo, 
The following amended notice is substitated for that published in ths 
Tontox, Haxay Tuoxas, Grawhay fy Brixton, Out wa of Waninemn. Nov 3% at 12. 


Lincoln’ 
” ADJUDICATIONS. 
Ba manag a Builder. Rochester. Pet Nov 18. Ord 


ov 

APPLEYARD, EpMuND J 2) apna Wardour Draper. High 
Court. Pet Nov 12.  eOrd Now nis “ 

BowLey,  Saeaae, Cascupeals Deeciiini Sviien, Liverpool. Pet Nor 5 Ord 


No 
Buppgsx, Groreck Epwarp, Landport, Hants, Booteeller. Portsmouth. Pet 
Novi7. Ord Nov 20 


Coorg, Tae pe ah Oe Peterborough. Pet Nov @. Ord 
Cncurs, Syme Seanem, Funssnes, Cesmwell, Dostum Truro. Pet Nov 18. 


Dansripes, F, Newgate st. High Court. Pet Nowit. Ord 2 
DOBBIN, THOMAS PAUL, Bunmett st, Limehouse, Ship x. High Court. 


Pet Nov 6. Dei tor a 
Desa, Seaaewe, st, Merchant. High Court. Pet Sept « Ord 


Douayseou, Banner Gastcme, Herweed va, Tulse BE, Eitate Agent. High 


Evans. Glamorganshire, 
ang, Ergon, Seeerbey, Grocer. Pontypridd. Pet Nov 22. 


Fawostr wontt, ¢uvams, Burlay i Whastetale, Yorba, Riemer. Leeds, Pet Oct 


FURMBAUS. x. Goosen Wii22ai, Peacye, Cornwell, Gallmaker. Truro. Pet Nov 

Wutu1aM, Nottingham, Baker. Nottingham. Pet Nov’. Ord Nov a 
Ganeony, Jone, Now Basterd, Metiingham, Seavaien, Nottingham. Pet Nev 

, CanoLine, Bath, Clothier, Bath. Pet Nov. Ord Now ss 

Haney, Wri22aM, Margate, Goal Srechent. Canterbury. Pet Octa. Ord 
Moneys, sana Y, Much Marcle, Herefordshire, Blackmnith. Worcester. 
Horas. Hamat, ond I , Parkstone, Dorset, Builders. Poole. Pet 
eeu Manes » bennane, Queso Swansea. Pet Nov ®. Ord Norse 
Kay, Jamus, Manchester, Merchant. Manchester, Pet Oct. Ord Nov a4 


Kmnegaw, Wee Water Manufacturer. Kings- 
Knenr Bow. oh CETL wee Aer, SERS Shearer Onc Nor @ 
Kine, Appgva Hinge: eve, Sussex, Watchmaker. Lewes and Eastbourne. 





ter, Miller, Deo Sat 2.90. A, S. Thurafield, | 


Livan wou, ee Sheffield, Licensed Victualler, Sheffichl, Pet 


4 Greet Gtanahten, Huntingdonshire, Baber. Reéfonl, 
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Marrnew, Jostan, Aldham, Suffolk, Farmer, Ipswich. Pet Nov 5. Ord 
mene’ Suence, Hereford, Coach Builder. Hereford. Pet Nov 10, Ord 
Mutton, UrTON, CHARLES, Brighton, Lodging House Keeper. Brighton. Pet May 24. 
ies ~ og Nagy nr Sevenoaks, Licensed Victualler. Tunbridge Wells. 


. Ord Noy 93 
Pearson, Ropert, Walton, Yorks, Joiner. York. Pet Nov 22. Ord Nov 22 


Puss &, Disaster, Oxford, Boot Manufacturer. Oxford. Pet Nov 15. 
Nok SES Eastbourne, Butcher. Lewes and Eastbourne. Pet Nov 12. 
Ba AMEs, Bethnal green rd, Greengrocer. High Court. Pet Oct 21. 
Tater a Heath, nr Wolverhampton, Li d Vict Wolver- 
. Pet Nov2. Ord Nov 22 
Alton, lame, Major in Hants Regiment. Win- 
J Ord Nov 24 
ine ~ + Kent, Oanterbury. Pet Nov 23, Ord 
Tome, 5 , aE fear, Landridge rd, Fulham pk, Retired Lieut. Colonel in 
Court. Pet Aug 26. Ord a 
Touryg, g. Hwr, Dra: Bristol. Pet Sept 30. Ord 


Clevedon, Somerset, 
Guam, Jem. Taddington, Derby, Farmer. Derby. Pet Nov 23. Ord Nov 23 
Poole. Pet Nov 19. 


Wares, GerorGE, Bournemouth, Livery Stable Keeper. 


Nov 23 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Mu1s, Rosgrt, Wye, Kent, Coffee House Keeper. Canterbury. 


Annul Nov 19 
Tondo Ga —TUESDAY, Noy 30. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
sani, Wt11aM, Birmingham, Confectioner. Birmingham. Pet Nov#. Ord 
ov 


THOMAS, jun. Se ag pl, Lower Clapton; Upholsterer. High Court. 
Pet Nov 2%. Ord Nov 2% 
am CARTWRIGHT, Marton, Lincolnshire, Butcher. Lincoln. 
24. Ord Nov 94 
AMUEL CHARLES, Withernsea, * ene Licensed Victualler. Kingston 
upon Hull. Pet Nov 10. Ord Nov 
A Portwood, Cheshire. Licensed Victualler. Stockport. Pet 


LFRED. 
Nov 2%. Ord Nov 2% 
oe g Paaxcis, High st, Dorking, Confectioner. Croydon. Pet Nov 





Sura ILLIAM SHALDEN, 
chester. Pet Nov 24. 
, Smarden, 


Adjud April 6, 


BousFIELp. Wrists Hewry, Tetsworth, Oxford, no occupation. Aylesbury. 
Pet Oct 2%. Ord Nov 2% 
2 , Hess, High Holborn, Confectioner. High Court. Pet Nov 25. Ord 
ov 
CiaPHaM, THOMAS, and Exam, p Seasbarengh, Lodging House Keepers. 
Scarborough. Pet Nov 15. Ord N 
Cranipce. WriiiaM, Bow Brickhill, Buckinghamshire, Baker, Northampton. 
Pet Nov %. Ord Nov 2% 
ry > — eee Blackburn, Lancashire, Varrier. Blackburn. Pet Nov 26. 
Nov 
Evans, Exocn, Waleall, Builder. Walsall. Pet Nov 27. Ord Nov 27 
FRaMrr0y, Brick Granamu, Lordship park, Stoke Newington, Lathwood Mer- 
High Court. Pet Nov 2%. Ord Nov 26 
Fouge. BE Lr - paaenene Saxthorpe, Norfolk, Farmer. Norwich. Pet Nov27. Ord 
‘ov 
GaMBLIS, pau. Fareham, Hampshire, Builder. Portsmouth. Pet Nov 28. 


. ALFRED, Lawesteth, Suffolk, General Dealer. Gt Yarmouth. Pet 
Nov 2%. Ord Noy 
RosaNxvan, Westbromwich, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. Oldbury. 
Pet Nov 2. Ord Nov 
a fo hl Boot Manufacturer. Leicester. Pet Nov 25. 
Ord Nov 5 
JouNsox, SAMUEL, jun, ne Beds, Straw Hat Manufacturer. Luton. Pet 
Nov@. Ord Nov 27 
Jomes, Ropert. Cheetham, Manchester, Art Metal Worker. Manchester. Pet 
Nov 2%. Ord Nov % 
Lax, Jamzs, Luton, Beds, Boot Maker. Luton. Pet Nov 2. Ord Nov 2% 
Law, Mowtacve W114. St Margaret's Mansions, Viste st, Iron Building 
5 zh Court. Pet Nov 12. Ord Nov 
va? Bet ee, Kilburn, "Building Material Dealer. 
5 Tr ov 
Muassort, THomas Parva, address unknown, Innkeeper. High Court. Pet 
JaMES RunviLz, Dover, Pilot. Canterbury. Pet Noy 27. Ord Nov 27 
Mpamate, Winzzan, Braunton, Devon, Farmer. Barnstaple. Pet Nov 26. 
Ord Nov 


muneneey, Aves Axprew. Batley, Yorks, out of business. Dewsbury. Pet Nov 27. 
Ord Nov 7 
Pama, —— _Bysene, Pulham rd, Fulham, Draper. High Court. Pet Nov 


ers Tatton, Lincoln st, Mile End rd, Clerk. High Court. Pet 
y Cornwall, Butcher. Truro. Pet Nov 2. Ord 
Te ] 


Powsr, Grorse Cizmest, Aston juxta Birmingham, Corn F. Birming- 
ham. Pet Novis. Ord Nov P erent 
Revsnaw, Cusntes. Leeds, Coal Leader. Leeds. Pet Nov 2%. Ord Nov % 
Rerworss, Hezerer, Colchester, Dealer. Colchester. Pet Nov9. Ord Nov 27 
Revom, Gasw, Egremont, Cumberiand, Grocer, Whitehaven. Pet Nov 2%. 
Suir, Sau, Bratfori, Beerhouse bay Braiford. Pet Nov 2%. Ord Nov 2 


SuasLLwoonp, Wit1am. Whitby. ¥ Pishing Boat Owner. Stockton on Tees 


and Middlesborough. Pet N ion Ord Nov 
errr Wa "High Cou *, Commerc a * 
Manufacturer. rt. ‘et Nov 27. @ 
hs et Vleet, Hampshire, Parmer. Winchester. Pet Nov 35. Ord 


orviss, Jous, ChidAingly, Sussex, Farmer. Lewes and Eastbourne. Pet Nov 


@. Ong Nov és eee Fi 
TixeR0ox, WIttiax, ° ) 
— nord Mowat ambridgeshire, Farmer. Cambridge. Pet 


W. 
WP Say Sy « ee peanipehoande qe High Court, 
Roerk! ALuxzp. Victoria Docks, Essex, Coppersmith. High Court. Pet 
"Her 1. Ord tor 
Wangy. Gaonea, Nottingham, Ghirtmaker. Nottingham. Pet Nov 27. Ord 
Waerecet, Cizuuwt, Walsall, Brassmaker. Walsall. Pet Nov 2%. Ord Nov % 
Waurrz, Wipssan Gnomon, Anetiey, Garrey, Engineer. Oroydon. Pet Nov 2, 


———p 


The following Amended ak me is ——_~ 9% that published in the 
cums, D Davin, King’s Langley, Hertford, Clerk. St Albans. Pet Oct 29. Ord 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED 
HampsteaD, Liverpool, Glass Dealer. ‘Liverpool. Ord Juve 






Daven ALEXANDER 


Rese Oct 29 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
AUCKLAND, W. ARTWRIGHT, t Magsen, Lincolnshire, Butcher. Deo i4at 19, 


ILLIAM Car’ 
Off Rec. 2, St Benadiats oa, 14 
BARLOW, SAMUEL CHARLES, Withernsea, Yorks, Licensed Victualler. Deo 14 at 
a ioe Incorporated La’ w Society, Lincoln’s inn bldgs, Bowlalley lane, a 


BETHELL, ALFRED, Portwood, Cheshire, Ligaen Victualler. Dec 9 at 10.30, 
Off Rec, County chbrs, Market pl, Stock 
Buasovan, (isms, and Epwanp ny FL Woollen Makers. Deo? at 
22, Park row, Leeds 
Brawn, Janes St Chad, Lichfield, 


Farmer. Dec 8 at 12.15. Swan Hotel, Lich- 
Bray, Peter, Leeds, Carting Agent. Dec 7 at 11. 


Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Brown, Wists. Nottingham, Fruiterer. Dec9at11. Off Ree, 1, High paye- 
men ottin, 


Butock, JosEPH a Prisoner at Millbank, Estate Agent. Dec 8 at 12. Off 


Rec, 1, High nn wlnt Notting 
“purLit Bissom, Ol ity road, St son ice Dec 7 at 11. 
32, Carey st, Tinesin's ion 
, THomas, and Enea CLAPHAM, 
Dec 10 at 11.30. Off Rec, 74, 
Cocks, JAMES ABRAM, Margaret st, 
Lincoln’s inn 
COLEMAN, JOHN, Uaapore, Sussex, Farmer. Dec8at2. Gausden & Dawson, 40, 
Robertson st, Hastings 
CoorER, WALTER, Ramsey, Huntingdonshire, Baker. Dec 14 at 12. County 
Court, Peterboroug 
DANDRIDGE. F., Gowen st. DecSat 12. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Davin: JOHN, ‘ond Danret Davrss, B: a Brecon, Grocers. Dec 8 at 12 


, 12, rete l, at mage 
Evans, Exocn, ‘Treo rky, Glam) Dec 9 at 12. Off Ree, Merthyr 


GaMBLIN, JaMES, Fareham, Hampshire, Builder. Dec 10 at 12. 166, Queen st, 
GaBRROD, JOHN, Vine rd, East Molesly, Gent. Dec 9 at 11, 28 and 29, St Swithin’s 
GoopsicH, Epwin ARrrTuur, Sheffield, Hatter. Dec 8 at 11.30. Off Rec, Ogden’s 
chbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

aa, Eavaryodt, Fruit Dealer. Dec 8 at 2.30. Off Rec, 35, Victoria 

Guvw, Faanz foam ay ed Tea Broker. Dec 8 at 2.80, 
GEORGE, ufacturer. Dec 9 at 12.30. 28, Friar lane, 

HILzz, see Heathfield eink Chiswick. Dec7atii. 28 and 29, St Swithin’s 
HoLeHouse, Tom, end Wi1L14M HOLEHOUSE, a Derby, Bootmakers, 


7 at2. Off Rec, St James’s chbrs, I 
KERsHAW, WRIGHT, Kingston upon Hull, M oven | Woter Menutnstaven, Dec7 
Mae a mp omg . Dec 9 at 11, 


at2. Off Figo, Lin Linctin’s 8 ips p bidas, Bowlalley lane, H 
—_ -—~ CHARLES ~ty-, 2 
ortugal st, 
na pag hye oa ington, Bedfordshire, ‘Farmer. Dec 13 at 11, 
t 8 sq, 
Lerntuce Geeta PREDERICE, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler. Dec 8 at 11.32, 
Off Ree, Figtree lane, Sh 
MAYALL, FRANCIS (sep estate), Great Grimsby, Fish Curer. De> 8 at 12.30. Off 
Rec, 3, Haven st. Great Grimsby 
Mayas, VS a and SAMUEL Mayatt,, Great Grimsby, Fish Curers. Dees at 
Off Rec, 3, Haven st, Great y 
er Grimsby, Fish Curer. Dec8at 12,30, Off 
JosEPH, Great Bleughton, Bedfordshire, Baker. Dec 13 at 
10.30. 8, St. Paul’s sq, = 
Matcoum, F' stone bdgs, Holborn, Lithographic Printer, Dee 
Dec 9 at (2,80. Bank. 


33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Dec 9 at 2.30. Off Ree, Corn st, 
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Mri1s, JoHN , Broadway, Hammersmith, Tailor. 
oln's inn 


Portugal st, 
Monod, Devin, Cadoxton, nr Cardiff, Draper. 
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mer Lines any ng Markham sq Chelsea, Milliner. Dec7 et 12. 33, Carey Made in 
One! Srey Bodicote, nr Banbury, Farmer. Dec 10 at 10. Red Lion ded 
Hotel, Banbury Cocoars 
hall at, Solicitor. Dec 8 at 12. Bankruptcy bldgs, Portu- cheapest 

gal st, Lincoln’s inn fiel 
PEMBLETON, = ee Arnold, SS yottingham. Hosier. Dec 9 at 12. Off Reo, 1, High fo tins 

otting! 

Ruopts, SHAN SHaw, Egremont, Cumberland, Grocer. Dec 9 at 2. 67, Duke st, White- Oharit 





RovsE, Sou Morris, and ond Sewame CLARKE, Stamford, Lincoln, Builders. Dec 
ILLIAM SHALDEN, amyl Say Hampshire, a Major in Hampshire Regiment. 
. Off Rec, 74, High s' inchester 
ScruTron, THomas J, Moi 4 bouth Hackney, Brewers’ Agent. Dec 7 at 
11. 33,0; st, Lincoln’s fag 
aavem, CaLzs WILLIAM “ALFRED, Frimley, Surrey, Fishmonger. Dec 8 at 12.15. 
whball, Farnham, Surrey 
















ALFRED 
imley, Surrey, Fishmongers. Dec 8 at 12.15. Townhall, ers 
Townhall, Farn' 
Fleet, 
Dee 8 at&. 
Victoria at, Westminster 
e t, Notting 3 
Tawnem, JOB, 6 Dec Sat 11.30, Off Rec. 74, New- — 
In’s 
Woonw ABD mM van oh che 4 Dec 9 at 1 
4 rs 00) eC ? 
The tor that 








sxv0as, GEORGE SAMUEL ERICK, and CALEB WILLIAM 
ham 
‘armer. Dec 10 at’. Old Masonic Hall, 
Wrareeee, Wu1uM, Westow hill, Upper Norwood, Bootmaker. 
or i 
Srocks, & and Ropert HIckInoRoru Nottingham, Joiners, Dec 8at © 
il Off Heo High pavemen hem 
boroug’ 
Teun, Jou AUGUSTUS, Landrid ge rd, Fulham, Lieutenant-Colonel. Deo? st — 
it, 88, Oarey st, Linco 
Ww , Walsall, Bi Prec? as Lise, Off Rec, Walsall - 
azette of 











Woowwsxn, Hin, Margate, Cock. Canterbury. ‘Pet Nov #. Ord Novas 


Servaee, Gugees Samvuret Frepexicx, Frimley, Surrey, Fishmonger. Dec 8 at 
FE Hampshire, 
Church st, 
1 
Brevunns, Jysse, Smarden, Kent, Farmer. Dec 7 at 3. Off Rec, 11, Bank st, 
ess unknown, Patan 
Wa , JOMN GLAS, Lurline gdns, Battersea pk,Surgeon. Deo8 at12, 10, — 
790%, Jou Pp enas, UA ais, Lariine @ pk, Surg Z 
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County Court, Aylee q 





wh 
Bow1s, Wim, Gt Marlow, Fruiterer. Dec i at 11. 
ry 





Md 





rd 





ich- 


eds 
uve 


Off 
tit. 
ers, 
y st, 
a, 40, 


unty 


at 12 
rthyr 
en st, 
thin’s 
pden’s 
ctoria 
t 2.30, 
r lane, 
ithin’s 
akers. 
Dec 7 
) at 11, 
Sat 11. 
st 11.390, 
0. Of 
ec 8 at 





Dec. 4, 1886, 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 








—— 


ADJUDICATIONS, 
Anstey, Awprew, Leeds, Builder. Leeds. Pet Nov 18. Oid Nov 22 


: Clapton pl, L Clapton, Upkolsterer, Court. 
at 1 1 Pap iehpamiporcartaes 


Nov 
ArmiTaGE. HENRY, Heckmondwike, Yorks, Weol Dealer, Dewsbury. Pet Nov 
19. Ord Nov 2% 


AUVOELAND, WILLA Cantwatone, Marton, Lincoln, Butcher, Lincoln, Pet 


Nov 2%. Ord Nov 24 
BarLow. SaMUBL CHARLES, \WWithereenn, Yorks, Licensed Victualler. Kingstcn 
Pet Nov 10 Ov 27 


upon Hull. Ord Nov 
BETHEL, Atremp, Bortwood, 8) , Licensed Victualler. Stockport. Pet 


BLAKER, Gpones ht naa High st, Dorking, Confectioner. Croydon. Pet Nov 
Shape, GEoRaE, Salford, Lancashire, Auctioneer. Salford. Pet Nov 22. Ord 


Noy 
BRAWN, som, St Chad, Lichfield, Farmer, Walsall, Pet Nov 98. Ord Nov 2% 
Bray, Petar, Leeds, Carting Agent, Leeds, Pet Nov 20. Ord Nov 25 


CLanipcE, W Aas agen, Bow Brickbill, Buckingham, Baker. Northampton. Pet 

NOV ov 26 

OoLLETTE, mane, Torquay, Theatrical Lessee. Exeter. Pet Oct %. Ord 
ov 


Dorvantit, ape. Caaterbury rd, Croydon, Builder. Croydon. Pet Oct 2. 
Eowanne, Joun, Birmingham, Beer Retailer. Birmingham. Pet Nov 20. Ord 


Evans, , Aa Walsall, Builder. Walsall. Pet Nov 27. Pet Nov 27 
Gannop,, Joum, East Molesey Surrey, Gent. Kingston, Surrey. Pet Noy 10. 
ASCOINE, ROBERT, and Ajpusxpgs Mactean, Not Singha. Manufacturers of 
. Enamelled P; . Nottingham. Pet Sept 30 Ord Nov 26 
GELLENDER, JAMES HILAM, Newcastle on Tyne, . Newcastle on Tyne. 
Pet Noy 23. Ord Nov 
GRIFFITHS, ELIZA, Livespodl, Fruit Dealer. Liverpool. Pet Nov 19. Ord Nov 26 


Hacan, Henry Jay, West Hartlepool, Ale Merchant. Sunderland. Pet Novis, 
Ord Nov 23 


His, Faivz, Chiswick. Brentford. Pet Aug19. Ord Nov 25 
Byvenson, RAPEARE, Newport, Mon, Draper. Newport, Mon. Pet Nov9. Ord 


LEE, ay Newport, Salop, Draper’s Assistant, Stafford. Pet Nov12. Ora 
v 25 


Minin 7 AMES BURVILL, Dover, Pilot. Canterbury. Pet Nov 27. Ord Nov 97 

ee. Wee Be HEwry, Great Yarmouth, Tailor. Great Yarmouth. Pet 
ov 2 

MARSDEN, JOSEPH, tom, Shoemaker. Leeds. Pet Nov 20. Ord Nov % 

mmsor, yg oun. Qestasten, Suffolk, Beat Owner. Great Yarmouth. Pet Nov 5. 
rc ov 

OLDROYD, JOSEPH, Dewsbury, Yorks, out of business. Dewsbury. Pet Nov 18. 


Ord Nov 26 
RepsHaw, CHARLES, Leeds, Coal Leader. Leeds. Pet Nov 26. Ord Nov 26 


A maps peewee Croydon. Pet Oct 15. ora 
ror igs Ora Jenate rd, Hoxton, Box Manufacturer. High Court. Pet 
w "Shanklin, Isle of Wight, Gent, High Court, Pet Sept 2s, 


StTows, 2 ohne cmmabyoetb Birmingham, Pet Nov2%. Ord Nov25 
Radnorshire, Licensed Victualler. Leo- 


r " bidngs, Cnancery lane, Gent. High Court 


- = ‘Camps, Cambridgeshire, Fanner, Cambridge. Pet 
VINO, od ALIon JANE WRavine, Dudley, Milliners. Dudley, Pet 


ov Pe 


Wan = 
wrare 4 Ave tte 
oe OF ENSUING 


WEEK. 
be ee Zein Gaeuen. at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Reversions (see 
opt eae nee a, at Forest Gate, at 6 for T p.m., Frechold Building 


eararea J: de mart, ot 2p.m., Leasshold Properties 


Meaors NeakuzY x’ Wintaisom & Co. at the Martsat 2 p.m., Shases (ace 
ov. 7, p. ~* 


. Reading. Pet Septis. Gnd 
ars, Kirk- 
Soak Pet Oct 14, Ord 





Dec, 6.—Messrs. 
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| “edvertisemen 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 
PrHaM.—Nov. 25, at N the wife of 
ov. .- 0. 4, Plymouth, Edmund 


solicitor, 
~ at the 
Onyeee.— ev oe The Law gg aaa wife of 
ASHWIN.—Nov. 92, at Bim-court, Temple Btephen Gedivey TAdhwin, colictter, 
of 83 Brick-court, 49, 
CtaRk.—Nov. 21, at 19, ork-crescent, Clifton, John Clark, advocate in 


Abe 

Kzany —Nov. 28, at Seeho-upen-Teemt, Wales Newry. of Oakhill, Stoke-upon- 
THROWER.—Nov. v.25, Henest Thrower, lato of 4, Cleveland-terracs-gariens, Ken- 
sington, aged 36. 
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Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality 





0, Off 
ec 13 at 
wz, Dee 
Bank- 
Corn st, 
3, Carey 
ed Lion 
s, Portu- 
, 1, High 
t, White- 
rs. Dec 
egiment. 
Dee 7 at 
8 at 12.15, 


» SNuads, 
Farnham, 


Dec 8 at 
onie Hall, 
ee 8 at &. 
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Deo $ at 
0. 74, New 
 Decd at 
at 12, 10%, 
, Walsall 
+" 


yurt, Ayles 


with the excess of fat extracted. 
The ptm & pronounce it “‘ the most nutritious, per- 
fectly digestible beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or 
Supper, and invaluable for Invalids and Children.” 
Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 
Being without sugar, spice, or ee admixture, it suite 
all palates keeps for years n all climates, and is fuur 
times the strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED 
with oe &c., and IN BEALITY OmzZAPEzR than such 


Toms oe et 


Made seoncaiiadaile with . ling water, a teaspoonful 
t0 a Breakfast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny, 
Cocoatina 4 La VaNiLiz is the most delicate, digestible, 
theapest Manilla Chocolate, and may be taken when 
richer chocolate is prohibited, 
fp tins at 1s, 6d., 36., 58. 6d., &c., by Chemists and 
* Grocers. 


Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietor, 


alps st 


Lord Chancellor, the Whole of 
nich, Corporation 


RORBS FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
La 
w Wigs ond Goues Sor Reciajeare, Towa Olerks, 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS 
ESTABLISHED 1699. 


94, CHANCERY LANE LONDON. 


ww 
| el eeeee --ceeees "Peer 97 
AEE sntas comme e were ie | eves 
end Nov at eas tah Ov. | ERrOUSeIGD ...... seonne 808 92 
SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA EDE AND SON, UNTEARABLE LETTER 
Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 


COPYING BOOKS. 


(HOWARD'S PATENT.) 
1000 Seng Baty SES Le ee 


THE BEST rr aabean Sense BOOK OUT. 


WODDERSPOON & CO,, 
', SERLE STREET, axp 1, PORTUGAL STREET, 
LINCOLN’S INN, W.0. 


of London, &c, 








eS 





Hi, Souwarraze & Co., 10, Adam-st., Strand, London, W.U 
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Cambridge. r 


(jAVEN DISH COLLEGE, 


Great 
LoareEp, 
gree, Brigh 


HALLETT’S 
Free 3 4 Railway Station 


PEDIG in 


less 
panini 


PEDIGREE mau Comat, | sbetainors 





PRESIDENT : 
ii8 GRACE THE DUKE OF DEVONSHIRE, K.G, 


The Object of this College is to enable Geatonte at 
the earliest practicable te cost, 


LONDON are od 















OFFICR OPFICK—No. | uy, CHANCERY LANE, FLBST 
HEE oe GREEN, Advertisement } Agent 
aitention 





T. abve ai| a 






























to a the Universit; ST te Law, or mang of the nae ye | 
in of ip 
Students are admitted at 16, mentors foray” Jeary nthe apecil _— all pro 
‘The co Coltege Char, for Lodging and Board (wi ob, Ose ope ek ee 
we term in the Vaca un), including alt strictest care and promptitude 
“yp peneee penses of tui on for the B.A, Degree, — er eavertanemens Ges Ole ef “Lenten * 
“hr Be ite tarmato ply to the Wanoay, INTSMPERANCE. 
—— LAngettct qromer Saal got Rats | OOLMAN HILL HOUSE RETREAT 
Es ’ 
NOHORNE COLLEGE, near Winslow.— Bd hg Se HALESOWEN, WORORSTERSHIRE. 
A Church School for One Hundred 
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WM. CLOWES & SONS, Limited, 
LAW PUBLISHERS AND BOOKSELLERS, 


27, Fleet Street, London, E.C. 
(Six doors east of Inner Temple Lane.) 





demy 8vo, cloth, £1 11s. 6d. 

rae MLAW' of RENTS, with special 
Reference to the Sale of Land in consideration 

or Chief Rent. By W. A. 


of a Rent Charge . 
COPINGER, of the Inner ay Barrister-at-Law, 


Author of “The Law of 
MUNRO, 
at- 


Cop: ht in Works of 
and Art,” &c., &c.,and J. E.. CRAWFORD 
LL.M., of the Middle Temple, Barrister- 





Just lished, demy 8vo, cloth, 15s. 
Quarrel” PARTIES.—The Contract of 
— as =, ressed in arter i 

and Bills Se SCRU TION, 
LLB. of the Mildic Tenple, Basrionean. 


In the Press, and will ate A ny published, royal 8vo, 


cloth, 2 
A COUNTY SOURTS FORMULIOE ; 

being a Compendium of carefully 
Precedents in all Proceedings in Actions YP itetioes 

the 0: Special Statutory 
Jurisdictions of , County Courts ore Admiralty 
and her with Pr ical 7 ed 
tions and ons thereon, and References to Cases 
decided up to ‘date of 5 of publication. With a copious 
Index. By B. DALE, Solicitor, Birming- 








¥ Svo, cloth, 
XECUTIVE OFFICERS “The Powers, 
4 Duties, and Liabilities of) as between these 
toes lm ghee Ww. CHASTER, LL.B. 





Demy 8vo. cloth, 17s. 6d. 

MDEN’S PKACTIVE in WINDING-UP 
COMPANTES : a Concise and Practical Treatise 
upon the Law and - “yr relating to the Winding- 

up a Tobie eq ALFRED EMLUEN, of 


i... Author of 
* The i Tact to ilding 
and B _ — 
“We have —o met witha work in which so much 
have been taken - toset forth the i po 
of law and practice to which it relates.”— 


“It gives an expansive account of the la - 
venient and available form.”—Saturday od Dy 7 





Demy 8vo, cloth, 12s. 6d. 
HE ROS of PRIVATE ARBANGE- 
yp DEBTORS and CREDITORS. 
With Tr, Puscotente of Assignments and Composition 
io teat WINSLOW, M.A., LL.B., 
e, and Lincoin’s - inn, 


ow ready, crown 8vo, cloth, 
the ores “COURT, 


Bankruptcy. —Being a 
the Judge and Taxati 
; Allowance Py the Ja UTHERLEY, 
of poole gr A Court of York- 
of the High Court of Justice. 


Just published, oun pre, pions 600 pages, cloth, 
[HE COUNTY CUURT STATUTES from 
1846 to 1982, with the New Ruizes, Covet FrEzs, 


Scatzs of Costs of 1886, Complete. ae 
of useful Forms; the Acts and 


affecting is County Courts; Introductory Practice: 
ot Bolarget "By @. MANLEY WETHERSI 
PHERFIELD, Solicitors. — 


London: Wu11x Clowzs & Sons, Lrurrzp, 
27, Fleet-street, E.C. 


ex- 








OOKS BOUGHT.—To Boseutess, Soliei- 
tors, be ey wad SOTHERAN 





ESSRS. PUTTIC CK & SIMPSON, Literary 
London, WL., beg to inform fr, Latoos Trantces, 


Eee eg 


- 





—Re Haward Brothers, Limited. 
On WEDNESDAY NEXT. a 8, 1886, at 


TWO o 
ESSRS. C. & F. RU CtLEY’S OSE of 
SALE at the MART, Tokenhouse yard & 
No. 1. Riverside Premises, WoUsE 
WHARF, Nine Elms, ground area 17,500 su) 
feet ; modern buildings, ste steam power, 66ft. frontage 


to river, with on. 
Ni Residences, “ ay ad 


BUILDING SITES adjoining. 
Plans and particulars of the Solicitors, and of the 
Auctioneers, 11, Dowgate- hill, London, E.C. 


BERGEN. — High-class Residences, 
facing and near the sea; rents from £70 to 
£500 per annum. Freeholds ; ty £1,500 to £11,000. 
Residential Flats, Nos. 8, and 10, Grand-avenue 
ansions, rents respectively £220 and £200 per 
annum, which includes ail rates and taxes, Lag he 
attendance, use of the passenger and lug; 
access to private lawns, railway season ti 
reduced rates, &c. The closest ins 
sanitary arrangements and the work generally 
invited.—For further particulars apply to Some » J 
CHAPPELL, 14, King’ ens, West Brighton, or 
149, Eapus-cleed, London, 8. Ww. 


BEIGHTON (College-terrace, overlooking 
Brighton College Cricket Ground), with sea 
view.—These excellent Residences, con 

reception rooms, conservatory, six bed rooms, two 
W.C.’s, kitchen, bath room, scullery, and the usual 
ue mplete offices, to be Sold; price for the ag ae 
£1,500; or Let on Lease, rent £70 per annum.— ad 


to J.T. CHAPPELL, 149, Lupus-street, London, 8. 
f iy toy CHAMBERS (Residential and 











or at the Terrace. 

Official).—Specially suitable for onteaen of 
the Legal and other professions. They adjoin the 
Temple; are close to the Royal Courts of Fastics ; $ 
central and quiet, with te rail and omnibus 
conveyance to all parts of town ; hydraulic lifts to each 
floor; hot water radiators, perfect sanitary arrange- 
ments, gas, &c.; very moderate rents, from 
£18 to £10 per annum, iacluding rates and taxes. 
Now ready for occupation.—Apply to Mr. AUSTIN 
7 al Steward, Templ -chentbers, Temple-street, 





Oks to LET.—Chancery-lane. —Fine 

suite of three large front rooms, first floor, com- 
manding position, £200 oF od annum ; also, two light 
convenient rooms on landing. £60; similar rooms, 
second floor, £50; extra adjoining Yooms can be 
arranged for.—Apply to Mr. THoMas CLARKE, 64, 
Chancery-lane. 


O SOLICITORS and Others. — Lofty 
at Well-lighted Offices and Chambers to 

t Lonsdale Chambers, No. a ee 

aan Ee the New Law Courts). Also large, } aaa 
furnished Rooms for Seeing, Arbitrations 

Co.. Chartered , 





Apply to Mesers. Launpy & 
ants, on the premises. 


O SOLICITORS and Others. ine light 
front rooms in Chance’ fur- 
nished, to be oo SS for Arbitrations, 
ery convenience ; ; 


a pay tolls tn THOMAS CLARKE, 64, 








“us eSne. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 

& BRIDGEWATER’S LIST of 
ssTATES aan HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landed Estates, Town and Country mces, Hunting 
and Shooting round Renta, 27 


oar devs previous to the ead of the preceding month. 





ESSRS. JOHNSON & DYMOND beg 


Plate, Watches, Chains, Jewellery, Precious Stones, 
ke. ave held on Mondays, Wednesda ys, Thursdays, 
and ridays 
The attention of Solici Trustees, 
P _ noes, uscenpare, - 
ae Mend a nay dines oe 

uence of the f Gee enien 

Monars. J. £0, ae o nabled to, inclue 
vate houses. 


. Terms on ap 
to the City ee 


plication 
aes, Sane & Se 
gg Me tn ie Wa ~y . notify that 
sate Weaneae ted oy Ey BW 


Office Furnt 
Being, ezsage eld om euch ay the. wo 





I’ tie want Money without Fees—amounts 
to o applying elsewhere see Mr. 
personally if possible, 43, Great Tower- 





TH NEW ZEALAND LAND MORI. 
— anges Limited. 


bscribed. 
Poy sg paid os o* Fund, £5,000. 
The Company’s loans are limited to first-class f, 
need moeaeneee. The Debenture issue is tinted a 


Home D1 
8. J. Bristow, Esq. 
W. K. Granam, Esq. 
FALcoNER LARKWORTHY, 
Sir Epwaxp W. 


ARTHUR M. Mrronison, 
Esq. Frorp, K.0.M.G, 


Chairman of Colonial Board— ‘ 
The Hon, a 3 Li WHit. aS. M.1L.60, 
te Premier of New “Z 
The samen are issuing her ‘Debentu 
bearing interest at 4 per cent. for three y 
44 per cent. for five years and upwards. Interest h By 
yearly by Coupons. r 
A. M. MITCHISON, POON, Menagt 
buildings, Leadenhall maging Die 


Si Writtase 'T. Powns, | 
ir 

Tos. Russet, Baqi 
C.M.G. 








AW LIFE ASSURANCE SOOIE 
FLEET Street, LONDON. omen: seme. ai 
Assets on 3ist December, 1885... ; « £6, 7 
Income for the Year 1885 £4 
Amount paid in claims to 3ist Dec., “1885 |.. £14,58 
Reversionary Bonus ago for the five 
years ending 3ist Dec., 690 
Reversionary Bonuses hitherto allotted A 
The Exp of M including Commie 
sion, are about 4} per cent. of the Income. 
The limits of travel and residence have b 
largely extended, and rates of extra prem 


redui 
Loans granted on _ securit; me. of _Polieiens 
Interests, OReversions, and Bo cough om 
Rates, as well as on other approved and, Gc 
Life — and Reversions are purchased. 
d immediately on proof of death 


title. 
Commission allowed to Solicitors and others 
Assurances effected through their introduction, 
Prospectus and Form of Proposal sent on applica 
tion to the Actuary. 








Tic STANDARD L LiFe “ASSURANOR 

MA Sy en ee over 60 years . 
Invested Funds to the amount of 6} Millie 
Bter rling, and has - Annual Revenue of £900,000, i 
granted for large or small sums, 

provision for retirement in old age or death.” 
Annuities also nted on favourable terms. 
London : 83. William-street, E.C., and 3, F 

Mall East, 8.W. 





= ASSURANOE CORPORATIO 
Reeteiet hod UP Royal Charter, A.D. 1720. : 
No. 7, RO xO TV ig and 
43a, PALL MA 
i: Fire, and Life pn have bt 
ted by the ‘Corporation for more than @ cen 


Funds in hand exceed £.3,400,000. 
ORTHEEN Am SRATE.L CE COMP4 


ed 1836, 
+... CO, ABERDEEN: 


—~¥ a 





Lompon: 1, sheanaiies 


nion- 
a oa & FUNDS’ (1885) :— 
Fire Premi oe oes eee ee £577,000 
Lm otoorg Promstunss ene 191,000 


en -—, e a a ok 


EVERSIONARY and LIFE INT 
RESTS in LANDED or FUNDED PROPER 

or other Securities and ae ig PU ae or 
or Annuities thereon by the EB UITABLE | 
VERSIONARY IN’ REST BOCIETY LI D) 
Sanenen eas Waterloo Bridge, 8t: y 
18365. apital, £600,000, Interest on Loans may 
t delat 


vee eee eee 





a. ° 
F. 8. CLAYTON 
CO: H. OLAYTON, 


Cui SKRVICE 00 - Oraaetee 
SOCIETY, LIMITE 

The new Price List is now ready, —- will be f 

baw =f on application to the SECRETARY, 28, E 





LISHED 1861. 
LR KBE OK BAN Kua 
fae 7 P CENT. [a a 


Oe, GENE rNTHRUSt 7 


Accounts TS celculated on 
b , when not drawn Fs £100. 


otes issued, 
ECK ALMANACK, with full 7 


laze, post-tres, Moation. 
— YRANCLS RAV ENSOROFT, 
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